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1 INTRODUCTION / BACKGROUND 
DCF Coverage Reports are prepared by the DG Joint Research Centre (JRC). The 
Coverage Reports provide an overview of the timeliness and contents of the 
Member States' data submissions to JRC. JRC's evaluations of Member States' 
data submissions are based on data specifications defined in the various DCF data 
calls issued by DG MARE. In addition, the Coverage Reports summarise findings 
regarding major data omissions and data deficiencies detected by JRC and by 
Expert Working Groups convened under the STECF. The Coverage Reports may 
support end user feedback provided to DG MARE to facilitate the evaluation of EU 
Member States' compliance with DCF provisions. 
The purpose of this report is to evaluate the data submitted by the Member States 
in response to the official data call on Fishing Effort Regimes as released by DG 
MARE and can be found in the Appendix I of this report. 
The data submitted to JRC were used by STECF and the experts on the Expert 
Working Groups (EWGs) 13-06 and 13-13 in order to produce two reports on 
Evaluation of Fishing Effort Regimes in European Waters (Part – I, after the EWG 
13-06 and Part – II, after the EWG 13-13). 
The data was requested under the frameworks of the Data Collection Regulation 
(DCR); cf. Council regulation (European Commission (EC) No 199/2008 of 25th 
February 2008) However, the definitions of this data call can be considered in 
excess of the DCF provisions in agreement with Member States (gentlemen 
agreement) to cover the needs for management advice.  
The fishing effort regimes under evaluation are: 
• Eastern and Western Baltic, 
• the Kattegat, 
• the Skagerrak, North Sea, European waters in ICES Div.2 and the Eastern 
Channel, 
• the West of Scotland, 
• Irish Sea, 
• Celtic Sea, 
• Atlantic waters off the Iberian Peninsula, 
• Western Channel, 
• and the Bay of Biscay. 
The data call requested data ONLY for the year 2012. However, as stated in the 
official data call letter, if a Member State considered that data already received by 
the JRC and handled by the STECF for the years 2000-2010 (effort data) or 2003-
2010 (catch data) needed to be updated, it was invited to do so. Otherwise the 
Member States were requested to limit the answer to the data call for the year 2012 
only (see Appendix I).  
For evaluation purposes, three aspects of the Member States data submissions 
were considered in this report: 1) timeliness of the submissions (did they respect 
the submission deadline), 2) completeness (coverage) of the data submitted (were 
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all parameters provided for all years requested), and 3) quality; was the data of 
sufficient quality to allow provision of the requested scientific advice.  The quality of 
a data set was evaluated during the EWG 13-06 and EWG 13-13 by the participant 
experts with the support of JRC experts. 
Section two of this report presents the contents of the data call that was issued to 
the Member States. Section three contains information relating to procedures 
undertaken by the JRC to serve the data collection and to evaluate the validity and 
coverage of the data submitted.  Section four contains an overall evaluation of 
Member States submissions, while section five looks at the timeliness, quality and 
coverage of each Member States data submissions. 
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2 FISHING EFFORT REGIMES DATA CALL CONTENTS 
 
DG Mare called for Member States to submit fleet specific catch and effort data on 
20 February 2013. The official data call letter and its specifications are documented 
on the STECF DCF web site: https://datacollection.jrc.ec.europa.eu/data-calls. JRC 
forwarded the data call by email to the relevant national correspondents on 20 
February 2013. The deadline of the data call was set as 03 May 2013.  
Following the positive comments from the data providers and the working group’s 
experts, the Data Validation Tool, introduced in 2011, was again updated for this 
year’s data call and was available on the STECF DCF web site on 10 April 2013.  
The updated uploading facilities on the STECF DCF internet site were prepared 
with explanations, upload instructions and example files and were functional on 12 
April 2013. The uploading facilities for the Fishing Effort Management Regime 
check on line files Member States submit and list to the user any inconsistencies 
found. This on line checking tool is able to identify wrong codifications, missing or 
wrong type values, duplicated data and wrong combination of values. The list of 
identified issues is reported to the data providers on screen and via a 
downloadable text file. The web application is compliant with the DV Tool described 
above. Where inconsistencies or missing data were found, the Member States 
were asked to check their data submissions and re-submit accordingly.  
In addition to the review by JRC, the data were reviewed by the experts of the 
EWG 13-06, 17-21 June 2013, Brussels, Belgium, and EWG 13-13, 7-11 October, 
Barza D’ Angera, Italy. Only during such meetings of experts can a thorough review 
of missing information not delivered in accordance with the data call and the recent 
trends in the numeric values be performed. The comments of the experts on the 
quality of the received data are available in the group’s reports but also are 
included in this report. 
The definition of the requested data tables of the 2013 Fishing Effort Regimes data 
call are given in Table 2.1 - Table 2.5. 
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Table 2.1 Requirements for 2012 A Catch data (and the 2003-2011 time period if 
appropriate) 
Field Description 
ID  Unique identifier of free text 
Country Code list provided in Appendix 1 of the data call letter 
Year Should be given in four digits. 
Quarter Should be given in one digit. 
Vessel length Code list provided in Appendix 2 of the data call letter 
Gear Code list provided in Appendix 3 of the data call letter, which follows the EU data regulation 1639/2001 
Mesh size range Code list provided in Appendix 4 of the data call letter, which  largely follows the Council regulation 850/98 
Fishery Species complex and gear, or métier (species complex, gear and vessel characteristics), free text with a maximum of 40 characters 
Area The ICES division or sub-area according to the code list provided in Appendix 5 of the data call letter 
Specon To be specified in accordance with Appendix 6 of the data call letter 
Species The species should be given according to the code list provided in Appendix 7 of the data call letter 
Landings Estimated landings in tonnes should be given; if age based information is present, this quantity should correspond to the sum of products 
Discards Estimated discards in tonnes should be given; if age based information is present, this quantity should correspond to the sum of products 
No samples landings The number of TRIPS should be given that relate to landings only; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No length measurements 
landings 
The number of length measurements should be given that relate to landings only; 
a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No age measurements landings The number of age measurements should be given that relate to landings only; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No samples discards The number of TRIPS should be given that relate to discards only; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No length measurements 
discards 
The number of length measurements should be given that relate to discards only; 
a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No age measurements discards The number of age measurements should be given that relate to discards only; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No samples catch The number of TRIPS should be given that relate to catches; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No length measurements catch The number of length measurements should be given that relate to catches; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
No age measurements catch The number of age measurements should be given that relate to catches; a number should be given only if it relates to this fishery only 
Min age This is the minimum age in the data section 
Max age This is the true maximum age in the data section (no plus group is allowed) 
Age no landed (thousands) Age range 0 to 20 
Age mean weight landed (kg)  Age range 0 to 20 
Age mean length landed (cm) Age range 0 to 20 
Age no discard (thousands) Age range 0 to 20 
Age mean weight discard (kg) Age range 0 to 20 
Age mean length discard (cm)  Age range 0 to 20 
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Table 2.2 Requirements for 2012 B Effort data (and the 2000-2011 time period if 
appropriate) 
Field Description 
ID  Unique identifier of free text 
Country Code list provided in Appendix 1 of the data call letter 
Year Should be given in four digits 
Quarter Should be given in one digit 
Vessel length Code list provided in Appendix 2 of the data call letter 
Gear Code list provided in Appendix 3 of the data call letter, which follows the EU data regulation 1639/2001 
Mesh size range Code list provided in Appendix 4 of the data call letter, which  largely follows the Council regulation 850/98 
Fishery Species complex and gear, or métier (species complex, gear and vessel characteristics), free text with a maximum of 40 characters 
Area The ICES division or sub-area according to the code list provided in Appendix 5 of the data call letter 
Specon To be specified in accordance with Appendix 6 of the data call letter 
  
Fishing activity  Mandatory only for effort belonging to the Baltic Sea cod plan, the Western Channel sole 
plan, and the Southern hake and Nephrops plan. Days at sea – or days absent from port in 
the specific case of the Baltic Sea cod plan; 
Fishing capacity Mandatory for effort belonging to the sole in the Bay of Biscay plan, North Sea sole and 
plaice plan and cod plan areas. Fishing capacity to be given in gross tonnage for the Bay of 
Biscay plan, but kW for the other plans. 
Nominal effort kW.days (kW*days at sea) 
GT days at sea Gross tonnage * days at sea. 
No vessels Simple integer value of vessels (excludes Baltic Sea cod plan). 
 
 
Table 2.3 Requirements for 2012 C Specific Effort data by rectangle (and the 2003-
2011 time period if appropriate) 
Field Description 
ID  Unique identifier of free text 
Country Code list provided in Appendix 1 of the data call letter 
Year Should be given in four digits 
Quarter Should be given in one digit 
Vessel length Code list provided in Appendix 2 of the data call letter 
Gear Code list provided in Appendix 3 of the data call letter, which follows the EU data regulation 1639/2001 
Mesh size range Code list provided in Appendix 4 of the data call letter, which  largely follows the Council regulation 850/98 
Fishery Species complex and gear, or métier (species complex, gear and vessel characteristics), free text with a maximum of 40 characters 
Area The ICES division or sub-area given according to the code list provided in Appendix 5 of the data call letter 
Specon To be specified in accordance with Appendix 6 of the data call letter 
Rectangle  Text, 4 letters 
Effective Effort Hours fished 
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Table 2.4 Requirements for 2012 D Capacity data (and the 2003-2011 time period 
if appropriate) of active fishing vessels in the Baltic Sea 
Field Description 
Country Code list provided in Appendix 1 of the data call letter 
Year Should be given in four digits 
Vessel length Code list provided in Appendix 2 of the data call letter 
Gear 
Use the code “REGGEAR” and aggregate all regulated gears as defined in EC 
1098/2007 in case such regulated gear was used once or repeatedly, use the code 
“NONGEAR” and aggregate all other gears in case regulated gears were never used 
Area 
In accordance with definitions of COUNCIL REGULATION (EC) No 1098/2007 use the 
code “A” for the vessels which have operated exclusively in ICES subdivisions 22-24, use 
the code “B” for the vessels which have operated exclusively in ICES subdivisions 25- 28, 
use the code “AB” for the vessels which have operated in both ICES subdivisions 22-24 
and 25-28. 
No vessels Integer values of vessel counts 
Fishing capacity kW Units of kW 
Fishing capacity GT Units of gross tonnage 
Fishing activity (days) Units of days at sea 
 
Table 2.5 Requirements for 2012 E Landings data by rectangle (and the 2003-
2011 time period if appropriate). 
Field Description 
ID  Unique identifier of free text 
Country Code list provided in Appendix 1 of the data call letter 
Year Should be given in four digits. 
Quarter Should be given in one digit. 
Vessel length Code list provided in Appendix 2 of the data call letter 
Gear Code list provided in Appendix 3 of the data call letter, which follows the EU data regulation 1639/2001 
Mesh size range Code list provided in Appendix 4 of the data call letter, which  largely follows the Council regulation 850/98 
Fishery Species complex and gear, or métier (species complex, gear and vessel characteristics), free text with a maximum of 40 characters 
Area The ICES division or sub-area given according to the code list provided in Appendix 5 of the data call letter 
Specon To be specified in accordance with Appendix 6 of the data call letter 
Rectangle  Text, 4 letters 
Species The species should be given according to the code list provided in Appendix 7 of the data call letter 
Landings Estimated landings in tonnes should be given. 
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3 VALIDITY AND COVERAGE CHECKING PROCEDURES 
 
JRC developed tools and checking procedures at different levels. Most of the 
validity checks were undertaken during the uploading while the data coverage was 
evaluated after the uploading. The overall quality of the data was evaluated by the 
expert working groups.  
3.1 Checks carried out prior to uploading to JRC (Data Validation Tool) 
The Data Validation (DV) tool is a set of macros developed in Visual Basic for 
Applications (VBA) and embedded in specifically designed template Excel 
Workbooks for the effort data call. The main purpose of this tool is to facilitate and 
support the Member States in uploading data which meet the requirements defined 
by DG Mare in the official DCF data call for fishing effort regime evaluations by 
STECF (Council Regulation 199/2008). The use of these Excel Template files is 
not mandatory. However, the data validation checks performed by the DV tool can 
significantly reduce the number of inconsistent records of files to be uploaded to 
the DCF web site, and hence facilitate the uploading procedure.  
The tool is capable of checking national data stored in Excel rows against certain 
codifications and rules as requested in the effort data call. The checks are for 
syntactic but also semantic errors. The majority of the checks concern the use of 
valid codes listed in the various Appendixes of the data call and the type of the data 
entered (numeric or text). Erroneous data are identified, marked automatically with 
a red colour and can be easily corrected using a drop down list with valid codes 
provided by the Tool. Furthermore, with the DV Tool a user can examine if 
duplicated records in the aggregation level exist. However, the most important 
feature of the tool is the ability to check the use of valid combinations of the 
following variables: Gear, Mesh size range, Area and Specific condition. This is an 
important step, since these variables must have an appropriate combination of 
entries consistent with various fishery regulations. 
In the current version of the Data Validation Tool (3.0) that was available for the 
2013 Fishing Effort Regimes data call, there are five (5) template files available, 
named catch.xlsm, effort.xlsm, speffort.xlsm, capacity.xlsm and landings.xlsm for 
Office 2007 users, and five (5) template files, named catch.xls, effort.xls, 
speffort.xls, capacity.xls and landings.xls for Office 2003 users. These five files 
correspond to the five data tables as described in the effort data call. The tables 
requested by the data call are A Catch, B Effort, C Spatial Effort, D Capacity and E 
Landings. 
Since it is a tool integrated in Excel Workbooks, all the Excel functions are still 
available. The Data Validation Tool files are available for download from the Data 
Collection Framework web site  
https://datacollection.jrc.ec.europa.eu/web/dcf/dc/effort. 
These basic checks and immediate feedback have contributed significantly to the 
overall improvement of the quality of the data submitted. 
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3.2 Checks carried out during the uploading procedure (Upload facilities) 
During the data uploading procedure a number of automatic syntactic checks are 
carried out on the data. The majority of these checks are the same with the checks 
carried out from the DV Tool. Hence, if a Member State used the DV Tool in order 
to check that the data are error free with respect to the definitions of the data call, it 
will be assured that the data will be accepted successfully from the uploading 
facilities. In order for the Member States to submit the national data to the JRC 
databases they are required to use specific Excel templates when uploading the 
data (or export the data from the DV Tool). The templates can be accessed on the 
following link: http://datacollection.jrc.ec.europa.eu/web/dcf/dc/effort  
The syntactic checks are carried out without any specific knowledge of what the 
data contains or its meaning. They inform JRC if the data is present or not and in 
the correct format. These checks automatically report if data do not conform to 
specific restrictions, such as ensuring textual data is validated against defined 
parameter lists e.g. species types, country codes, area codes etc. In addition, 
numeric data are checked to make sure they contain numbers and not strings, 
positive values, and/or mandatory values. As is with the case of the DV Tool, the 
application also performs semantic checks since it has the ability to check the use 
of valid combinations of the following variables: Gear, Mesh size range, Area and 
Specific condition.  In the event of errors, messages are displayed to the person 
uploading the data on screen but are also available as plain downloadable txt files. 
Regardless of whether the data respects the code definitions or not the data is 
accepted and populates the tables of the database provided that the file submitted 
follows some general structure rules (i.e. is an Excel 2003 file, not corrupted, has 
the correct heading row and valid names for the Worksheets). 
Member States received immediate feedback when attempting to upload their data 
submissions. This helped Member States to identify inconsistencies with their own 
data and to fix them without intervention from the data collection team. Intervention 
was generally only required on technical issues with the upload server, and more 
complex issues regarding the datasets. 
These basic syntactic and semantic checks and immediate feedback have 
contributed significantly to the overall improvement of the quality of the data 
submitted. 
 
3.3 Checks carried out after the uploading procedure 
Once the datasets were successfully uploaded by the Member States, JRC 
evaluated how well the data fits with the definitions of the data call by checking the 
data coverage and searching for any deficiencies or omissions in the data. In case 
of abnormal or missing data the MS was contacted for clarification. 
3.3.1 JRC data collection teams checks 
For each Member State, checks are carried out to ensure that all the necessary 
data have been submitted. Since most parameters requested in this data call are 
not mandatory and no fully automated approach can be followed, a comparison 
between this year’s and last year’s submission was performed by JRC experts. If 
major differences between these two submissions were found, that was an 
indicator of an incomplete data set submission.  
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JRC communicated the results of all the Member States submissions to the 
relevant national correspondents whether or not the submission was successful. 
This way the Member States had the opportunity to confirm the data submitted and 
react to any results from the upload facility and especially for the use of non-valid 
parameter combinations. 
On top of the results of the upload facility, different views (queries) on the data 
were applied and several omissions and data anomalies with respect to what was 
expected were detected. These issues were also communicated to the Member 
States. 
Another important step in the data checks performed by JRC was the preparation 
of the data sets for the needs of the EWGs 13-06 and 13-13. This task includes 
discards raising, calculation of discard rates, CPUEs, etc. This step offered another 
check on the data submitted and allowed for hidden anomalies to be detected. 
3.3.2 Quality checks 
During the EWG 13-06 and EWG 13-13 the experts are requested given the Terms 
of References to evaluate and comment on the quality of the submitted data. Most 
of these checks are performed manually, although some are fully or partially 
automated. Only during such meetings of experts can a thorough review of missing 
information not delivered in accordance with the data call and the recent trends in 
the numeric values be performed.  
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4 OVERALL EVALUATION 
In this section, an overall evaluation of the timeliness and the contents of the 
Member States’ data is given.  
In general, the data submission from the Member States has improved over the 
years. The Member States have improved in respecting the deadline, reacting to 
comments on the data submitted and providing as complete and accurate data sets 
as possible. It is also recognised that the data structures requested and the 
definitions of this data call can be considered very complex and in excess of the 
DCF provisions in agreement with Member States (gentlemen agreement) to cover 
the needs for management advice.  
In Table 4.1 an overview of the data submitted by the Member States in response 
to the 2013 Fishing Effort Regimes data call is given. It should be noted this table 
only indicates whether or not any data was submitted and does not refer to the 
coverage or the quality of the submitted data. 
Table 4.1 Submitted data tables from the Member States. N/A=not applicable. 
Country A_CATCH B_EFFORT C_SPECIFIC_EFFORT D_CAPACITY E_LANDINGS
Belgium Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
Denmark Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Estonia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Finland Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
France Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
Germany Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ireland Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
Latvia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Lithuania Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
The Netherlands Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
Poland Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Portugal Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
Spain Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
Sweden Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
United Kingdom (Scotland) Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
United Kingdom (without 
Scotland) Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes 
 
In Table 4.2 the dates of the first and the last submissions of any of the data tables 
requested are given. These dates consider also any submissions and re-
submissions during the meetings or any official request to EWG or JRC experts to 
address any identified data deficiencies. 
As shown in Table 4.2, most uploads were performed less than one week before 
the official deadline of data submission (3rd of May 2013). After the deadline activity 
was mainly driven by any data deficiencies or omissions identified and 
communicated back to the Member States. Almost all countries were required to 
make corrections to data subsequent to the official deadline. In addition, United 
Kingdom (excluding Scotland) didn’t use the upload facilities on the data collection 
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web site in order to upload the requested data. Instead, the data were provided as 
an Excel file during the EWG 13-06. This method of data submissions jeopardise 
the quality of the data set provided to the EWG since none of the automated data 
checking routines have been applied. The same data set was uploaded to the data 
collection web site subsequent to the meeting.   
 
Due to data issues identified by the experts of the EWG 13-06, a number of re-
submissions or corrections to the submitted data sets took place during the EWG 
13-06 meeting or between EWG 13-06 and EWG 13-13. These re-submission are 
mentioned in the detailed per country evaluation. For the purposes of this report 
any major changes in the data set performed by the experts during the EWG 
meetings or by JRC experts on official request by Member States are also 
considered as a re-submission. 
Table 4.2 Time period of Member States’ data submissions in response to the 
2013 call for fishing effort data 
Country First Submission Last Submission 
Belgium 2013-04-18 2013-10-01 
Denmark 2013-05-01 2013-05-28 
Estonia 2013-05-03 2013-05-09 
Finland 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
France 2013-05-17 2013-06-20 
Germany 2013-05-02 2013-05-08 
Ireland 2013-04-30 2013-05-15 
Latvia 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
Lithuania 2013-04-15 2013-05-10 
The Netherlands 2013-05-15 2013-05-15 
Poland 2013-04-30 2013-05-20 
Portugal (Azores) 2013-06-17 2013-06-17 
Portugal (Madeira) 2013-05-03 2013-06-17 
Portugal (Mainland) 2013-05-03 2013-06-17 
Spain (Canaries island) - - 
Spain (mainland) 2013-05-13 2013-10-08 
Sweden 2013-05-01 2013-06-14 
United Kingdom (Scotland) 2013-04-26 2013-10-24 
United Kingdom (without Scotland)* 2013-06-05 2013-10-09 
*UK (without Scotland) data was provided as a file during the EWG 13-06 
meeting.  
Data submissions after the deadline of 03/05/2013 are indicated with red. 
  
Error! Reference source not found. below presents the data submission activity 
(data flow) by Member State in detail. This table illustrates that most of the 
submissions in 2013 took place either before the deadline or in the build up to the 
first meeting of the year, the EWG 13-06. 
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Table 4.3. Member State uploading activity in response to the ‘effort’ data call 2013. Submissions not via the uploading facilities but by 
file during the meetings are also shown. 
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Belgium 4 1 5
Denmark 23 71 10 13 117
Estonia 6 1 7
Finland 7 7
France 3 7 1 8 19
Germany 3 2 1 1 1 8
Ireland 1 13 16 1 31
Latvia 6 6
Lithuania 2 1 3 3 1 10
The Netherlands 4 4
Poland 1 5 1 1 8
Portugal 12 4 1 17
Spain 1 1 4 4 5 2 1 18
Sweden 6 1 7
UK Scotland 3 2 1 15 3 1 25
UK 1 5 4 18 18 5 1 52
0 2 1 4 3 10 32 91 58 1 5 5 1 1 1 15 3 1 7 1 1 13 4 1 5 4 18 8 5 18 10 6 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 341
201 After deadline up to EWG 13-06 (inclusive) 134 6
59% 39% 2%
Between EWGs, EWG 13-13  & afterFrom opening of upload facility to deadline
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Figure 4.1 Member State uploading activity in response to the ‘effort’ data call 2013, highlighting period of data call when data 
upload facility available, EWG-13-06 and EWG-13-13.
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An overview of the available information and the submitted data in response to the 2013 
data call from the Member States is given in Table 4.4. The data call requested the 
Member States to provide data for 2012. If member states wished, they could replace or 
add to data from previous years, because of errors detected after publication of the 2012 
report or because of incomplete data. In Table 4.4 a dark green colour indicates 
information available from previous years’ submissions and no revisions performed during 
2013. A light green indicates new data submitted in 2013. A change in the terms of 
reference in 2013 (requiring more fine scale aggregations than before) required re-
submission of data for the years 2009-2011 for those member states with vessels 
operating under Article 13 of the cod long term management plan. Capacity data are 
requested only from Member States having active fishing vessels in the Baltic Sea. 
Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and Poland joined the EU in 2004. 
 
Table 4.4 Submitted, revised and missing information per country, template and year. Red 
indicates missing information, dark green indicates available information, light green 
indicates submitted information (and revisions) in response to this year’s data call and grey 
colour not applicable. 
Country Template 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Belgium 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_EF
FORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDINGS                          
Denmark 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_EF
FORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDINGS                          
Estonia 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_EF
FORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDINGS                          
Finland 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_EF
FORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDINGS                          
France 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_EF
FORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDINGS                          
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Country Template 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Germany 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
Ireland 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
Latvia 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
Lithuania 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
The Netherlands 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
Poland 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
Portugal 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
Spain 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
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Country Template 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Sweden 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
UK (Scotland) 
A_CATCH                          
B_EFFORT                          
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT                          
D_CAPACITY                          
E_LANDING
S                          
UK (without 
Scotland) 
A_CATCH              
B_EFFORT              
C_SPECIFIC_
EFFORT              
D_CAPACITY              
E_LANDING
S              
  
 
Table 4.5. highlights the main outstanding issues for each Member State, as of the 13 
December 2013. It states which datasets or specific variables requested under the effort 
data call were not submitted and where major quality issues remain. The issues reported 
in this table are issues identified either through checks performed by JRC experts 
regarding the coverage, completeness and timeliness or by the EWG experts with the 
assistance and support of JRC experts regarding the quality of the submitted data. The 
major data deficiencies are further explained in the detailed sections by Member State and 
requested data table. 
 
Table 4.5 Summary of missing data by MS and the relevance/effect of non-submission. 
 
MS STECF EFFORT DATA  
Belgium 
BEL 
No information submitted for vessels <10m in length. 
Denmark 
DNK 
No effort or catch information for the special conditions BACOMA or T90 in the 
Baltic. 
Estonia 
EST 
Table A, catch: Discards provided for flounder only (landings of cod over three times 
greater than flounder in 2012) 
Table A, catch: Some mesh sizes are inconsistent with the data call. 
Finland 
FIN 
Data submitted in format inconsistent with the definitions of the data call on the 
grounds of the data confidentiality clause in the DCF. 
No mesh size information for any gear. 
For vessels over 10 m in length a specific vessel length category was not defined. 
Missing quarter information for vessels over 10 m in length. 
Data for areas 24, 25, 26, 27, 28 aggregated into a single category “24-28”.  
Table C, effort by rectangle: Contains no information on rectangles. 
Table D, Capacity: No data on fishing activity (days) for 2003-2011, (fishing activity 
(days) for 2003-2012 was requested for the first time in 2013). 
Table E, landings by rectangle: contains entries for invalid area “24-28” and these 
entries have no rectangle information. 
France 
FRA 
No landings by rectangle data for 2003-2010. 
Table A, catch: No age information for 2009-2012. 
Table A catch: No discard data for 2003-2009 or 2012. 
Table A catch: No split of special condition CPart13 into CPart13a-d for 2009-2011. 
Table B, nominal effort: No fishing activity data for 2000-2009.  
Table B, nominal effort: No fishing capacity data for 2000-2011. 
Table C, effort by rectangle and Table E, landings by rectangle: Records with 
missing rectangle information in years for which data is supplied. 
Germany 
DEU 
No mesh size or discards data for vessels <8m in length. 
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Table 4.5 continued 
Ireland 
IRE 
No nominal effort, effective effort by rectangle and landings by rectangle 
information submitted for vessels <10m in length. 
Latvia 
LVA 
Table A, catch: Discards submitted only for cod. 
Table B, nominal effort: Only ‘days at sea’ effort data for vessels <10m in length 
for 2005-2007. 
 Table D, Capacity: No data for vessels <8m in length for 2003-2007. 
Lithuania 
LTU 
Table A, catch: No data for 2003-2004 
Table A, catch: No (non-zero) discards or age data for 2003-2008. 
Table B, nominal effort: No data for 2000-2004. 
Table C, effort by rectangle: No data for 2003-2008. 
Table D, Capacity: No data for 2003-2008. 
Table E, landings by rectangle: No data for 2003-2007. 
The 
Netherlands 
NLD 
Catch information available for only 3 species for years 2003-2008; cf 
approximately 40 species for years 2009-2012. 
Poland 
POL 
Table A, catch: Discards information for cod only for years 2004-2010, (for 2011 
herring, sprat and flounder and for 2012 for cod, flounder, perch, plaice and 
turbot). 
No information on uptake of special conditions in 2012, except in Table E, 
landings by rectangle. 
Portugal 
PRT 
 
Table A, catch: Age data provided for black scabbard fish only. 
Table C, effort by rectangle: No data for vessels < 10m in length. 
Table E, landings by rectangle: No data for vessels < 10m in length. 
Spain 
ESP 
 
No data for 2010 and 2011.  
Table E, landings by rectangle: No data for 2003-2011. 
No information on special conditions in 2012 data. 
Vessel length categories, allowed activity, fishing activity and fishing capacity 
were not identified in data from 2002-2008 in areas 8c and 9a.  
Data for years before 2010: No EU/RFMO/COAST identification for ICES 
Subarea 10 and Divisions 7j, 7k, 8d, 8e, 8b, 14b and CECAF areas 34.1.2 and 
34.2.0.  
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Table 4.5 continued 
Sweden 
SWE 
No major issues to be reported. 
United 
Kingdom 
GBR 
(Scotland) 
No major issues to be reported. 
United 
Kingdom 
GBR 
(without 
Scotland) 
No data provided until during EWG 13-06. Data submitted to the upload facility 
only between EWG 13-06 and EWG 13-13. 
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5 COUNTRY BY COUNTRY EVALUATION 
In this section, a more in-depth analysis of the data coverage, timeliness, 
completeness and quality issues relating to each country is provided.  
After the data evaluation by JRC’s data collection team several Member States 
needed to re-submit the data after the data call’s deadline. That was also the case 
during the STECF EWG 13-06 meeting based on comments regarding the national 
data from the participant experts. 
In the following, after an overview of the submissions’ dates by data table for each 
Member State, the evaluation is carried out on a per data table basis. First, the 
data submission in response to this year’s data call is described where data issues 
regarding this submission are also reported and secondly, comments on the 
coverage and quality of the submitted data are given as concluded during the EWG 
13-06 and EWG 13-13 meetings by the participant experts and as published in the 
meetings’ reports. 
5.1 Belgium 
Belgium initially submitted all requested templates before the deadline. A problem 
with the B_EFFORT data (underestimation) was discovered between EWG 13-06 
and EWG 13-13 and that table was re-submitted in time for the EWG 13-13. 
Table 5.1 Summary of submissions for Belgium 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-04-18 2013-04-18 
B_EFFORT 2013-04-18 2013-10-01 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-04-18 2013-04-18 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-04-18 2013-04-18 
 
5.1.1 A Catch 
5.1.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 2676 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Belgium did not provide any information for vessels under 10m. 
Minor issues in the submitted data set were 160 records with missing mesh size 
information for gear types such as trammels, dredges and gillnets. Moreover, a 
number of records regarding species that are not requested in the official data call, 
like BLL, RJN, RJM, RJC and RJH, were submitted. 
The catch information available from Belgium is given in Table 5.2. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
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Table 5.2 Catch data from Belgium 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 16 16 16 16 16 22 21 22 22 45 
5.1.1.2 Coverage and quality 
Belgium provided fleet specific landings data for 2003-2012 (2003-2011 have been 
submitted in previous years) derived from official logbook databases for all vessels 
≥10 meters. The data covers all areas in which the Belgian fleets are active and 
conforms to the requested aggregation, by quarter, area, gear and mesh sizes. 
Specific condition SBCIIIart5 for all Belgian vessels operating in areas 8a and 8b 
was reported for 2012 data. However, it should be noted that the sum of all 
provided landings do not match the total Belgian landings as there are a minority of 
species landed and recorded as e.g. “other demersal” or “other crustacean” which 
are not provided to the EGW 13-13.  
The age composition on landings for sole and plaice in ICES subdivisions IV, VIIa, 
VIId, VIIfg and sole in subdivision VIIIa-b have been provided by quarter for the 
Belgian beam trawlers. The total number of samples, as well as numbers aged and 
length measurements by quarter have been apportioned in the same ratio as total 
quarterly beam trawl fleet landings to annual landings.  
Discard data for 2012 were provided from the Belgian Beam trawl fleet for 21 
species. For the years 2004-2012 (2004-2011 have been submitted in previous 
years) discard data has been provided from the Belgian Beam trawl fleet for 14 
species: anglerfish, brill, cod, dab, haddock, hake, lemon sole, plaice, saithe, sole, 
skates and rays, turbot and whiting. For 2012 data discard information was 
available for the areas 4, 7a, 7d, 7e, 7f, 7g, 8a and 8b. Belgian discard data 
represent all ages and are disaggregated by age for cod in areas 4, 7a, 7d, 7f and 
7g; for plaice in areas 4, 7a, 7f and 7g. The discards information for the other 
species mentioned above are without disaggregation by age. Information by area 
for all observer-trips during the year has been merged together, giving an annual 
percentage of discards estimate per species. The annual estimates of discard rate 
have been assumed to apply in each of the 4 quarters. 
There is no information on misreporting. The landings in the database are based on 
combined information of logbook data and sale slips. The actual landed weight is 
split according the logbook information on hours fished in the respective rectangles.  
As Belgium does not have trip-by-trip information on the true mesh size for its fleets 
for 2003-2006, Belgium (as well as other countries) agreed to assume certain mesh 
sizes for its beam trawler fleets. Beamers operating in the Bay of Biscay (VIIIa,b) 
were assumed to use a 70-79 mm mesh size as this is the minimum legal mesh 
size in that area for beamers. For the North Sea, the trips were split according to 
the rectangles reported in the logbooks, and mesh sizes were allocated in line with 
Council Regulation (EC) N° 2056/2001. This regulation stipulates that beam 
trawlers are prohibited to use less than 120 mm in ICES Division IV to the north of 
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56° 00’ N. Therefore all beam trawl information from this part of ICES Division IV 
was accounted against an assumed >120mm mesh size. The same regulation also 
stipulates that within the rectangle with coordinates along the east coast of the UK 
between 55° 00’ N and 56° 00’ N and the points 55° 00’ N – 05° 00’ E and 56° 00’ 
N – 05° 00’ E, beam trawlers can use 100 to 119 mm mesh size. Here also it was 
assumed that the mesh size used by the Belgian Beam trawl fleet was 100-119 
mm. For the rest of ICES Division IV (the southern part) a mesh size of 80-89 mm 
was assumed for the beam trawlers. Apart from these assumed mesh size which 
are based on rectangle information from logbooks, it was also assumed that the 
shrimp fishery used a mesh size of 16-31 mm. The mesh size of the beam trawl 
fleets in the other area’s was assumed to be 80-89 mm. Since 2007 mesh sizes 
used by beam trawls operating in different areas have been based on the true 
mesh sizes used on each trip.  
The Belgian gear categories are: beam, demersal seine, dredge, gill, longline, otter, 
and trammel. For trammel nets, no assumptions of mesh sizes were made. The 
only specific condition reported for 2012 data was SBCIIIart5 for all Belgian vessels 
operating in areas 8a and 8b. 
5.1.2 B Effort 
5.1.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 466 records were submitted for 2010-2012, as requested in the 
data call. Updates for 2010-2011 data. 
Belgium did not provide any information for vessels under 10m. 
Minor issues identified were 98 records submitted with no mesh size information for 
trammels, gillnet and dredges.  
The nominal effort information available from Belgium is given in Table 5.3. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.3 Nominal Effort data from Belgium 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.1.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Belgium provided effort data (kW*days at sea) for 2000-2012(2000-2011 have 
been submitted in previous years) by quarter, for all relevant areas where the 
Belgian fleets are operational. Specific condition SBCIIIart5 for all Belgian vessels 
operating in areas 8a and 8b was reported for 2010-2012 data. Since 2003 effort 
(and landings) are split proportionally over the rectangles as effort became 
available by rectangle from logbook data. As Belgium does not have trip-by-trip 
information on the true mesh size for its fleets for 2003-2006, Belgium (as well as 
other countries) agreed to assume certain mesh sizes for its beam trawler fleets. 
Beamers operating in area VIIIa,b were assumed to use a 70-79 mm mesh size as 
this is the minimum legal mesh size in that area for beamers. For the North Sea, 
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the trips were split according to the rectangles reported in the logbooks, and mesh 
sizes were allocated in line with Council Regulation (EC) N° 2056/2001. This 
regulation stipulates that beam trawlers are prohibited to use less than 120 mm in 
ICES Division IV to the north of 56° 00’ N. Therefore all beam trawl information 
from this part of ICES Division IV was accounted against an assumed >120mm 
mesh size. The same regulation also stipulates that within the rectangle with 
coordinates along the east coast of the UK between 55° 00’ N and 56° 00’ N and 
the points 55° 00’ N – 05° 00’ E and 56° 00’ N – 05° 00’ E, beam trawlers can use 
100 to 119 mm mesh size. For this area it was therefore assumed that the mesh 
size used by the Belgian Beam trawl fleet was 100-119 mm. For the rest of ICES 
Division IV (the southern part) a mesh size of 80-89 mm was assumed for the 
beam trawlers. Apart from these assumed mesh sizes which are based on 
rectangle information from logbooks, it was also assumed that the shrimp fishery 
used a mesh size of 16-31 mm. The mesh size of the beam trawl fleets in the other 
areas was assumed to be 80-89 mm. Since 2007 mesh sizes used by beam trawls 
operating in different areas have been based on the true mesh sizes used on each 
trip.  
Voyage information on the national data base calculates days at sea based on the 
voyage start date and the voyage end date. For example, a voyage starting on one 
date and returning (landing) the following day will accrue 2 days at sea. Each day a 
vessel is at sea is counted only once with the effort details allocated according to 
the longest voyage on that date. Nominal effort in kWdays is calculated as days at 
sea multiplied by the power of the vessel in kilowatts at the voyage landing date. 
Activity and gear is assessed daily; where activity in a single day covers more than 
one area or more than one gear; that day's effort is allocated completely to the 
area/gear with the longest activity that day. 
The Belgian gear categories are: beam, demersal seine, dredge, gill, longline, otter, 
and trammel. For trammel nets, no assumptions of mesh sizes were made.  
5.1.3 C Specific Effort 
5.1.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 614 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. In total, 614 records were submitted.  
Belgium did not provide any effort by rectangle for vessels under 10m since no 
spatial effort information is available for vessels less than 10m in length. 
Minor issues identified were 43 records with missing mesh size information for 
trammel, gillnet and dredge gears.  
The effective effort information available from Belgium is given in Table 5.4. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result).  Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.4 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Belgium 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
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5.1.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Belgium provided effective effort by ICES statistical rectangle in units of hours 
trawled for the period 2003-2012 (2003-2011 have been submitted in previous 
years), derived from the official logbook databases for all vessels ≥10 meters. 
Specific condition SBCIIIart5 for all Belgian vessels operating in areas 8a and 8b 
was reported for 2012 data. The data covers all areas in which the Belgian fleets 
are active and conforms to the requested aggregation, by quarter, area, gear and 
mesh sizes. Trawled hours were calculated by summing fishing time to the 
aggregation level requested in the data call. To ensure consistency between 
datasets, the same base operational logbooks data was used as for the 
aggregation of days-at-sea effort. 
As Belgium does not have trip-by-trip information on the true mesh size for its fleets 
for 2003-2006, Belgium (as well as other countries) agreed to assume certain mesh 
sizes for its beam trawler fleets. Beamers operating in the Bay of Biscay (VIIIa,b) 
were assumed to use a 70-79 mm mesh size as this is the minimum legal mesh 
size in that area for beamers. For the North Sea, the trips were split according to 
the rectangles reported in the logbooks, and mesh sizes were allocated in line with 
Council Regulation (EC) N° 2056/2001. This regulation stipulates that beam 
trawlers are prohibited to use less than 120 mm in ICES Division IV to the north of 
56° 00’ N. Therefore all beam trawl information from this part of ICES Division IV 
was accounted against an assumed >120mm mesh size. The same regulation also 
stipulates that within the rectangle with coordinates along the east coast of the UK 
between 55° 00’ N and 56° 00’ N and the points 55° 00’ N – 05° 00’ E and 56° 00’ 
N – 05° 00’ E, beam trawlers can use 100 to 119 mm mesh size. Here also it was 
assumed that the mesh size used by the Belgian Beam trawl fleet was 100-119 
mm. For the rest of ICES Division IV (the southern part) a mesh size of 80-89 mm 
was assumed for the beam trawlers. Apart from these assumed mesh size which 
are based on rectangle information from logbooks, it was also assumed that the 
shrimp fishery used a mesh size of 16-31 mm. The mesh size of the beam trawl 
fleets in the other area’s was assumed to be 80-89 mm. Since 2007 mesh sizes 
used by beam trawls operating in different areas have been based on the true 
mesh sizes used on each trip.  
The Belgian gear categories are: beam, demersal seine, dredge, gill, longline, otter, 
and trammel. For trammel nets, no assumptions of mesh sizes were made.  
5.1.4 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
5.1.5 E Landings 
5.1.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 7905 records were submitted for2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Belgium did not provide any information for vessels under 10m. 
Minor issues identified were 170 records with missing mesh size information for 
gear types such as trammels, dredges and gillnets. Moreover, many records regard 
species that are not requested in the official data call, like BLL, RJN, RJM, RJC 
and RJH. 
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The landings by rectangle information available from Belgium are given in Table 
5.5. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.5 Landings by Rectangle data from Belgium 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 16 16 16 16 16 22 25 25 24 47
5.1.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
Belgium provided fleet specific landings data for 2012 (2003-2011 data reported in 
previous year) derived from official logbook databases for all vessels ≥10 meters. 
The data covers all areas in which the Belgian fleets are active and conforms to the 
requested aggregation, by quarter, area, gear and mesh sizes. Specific condition 
SBCIIIart5 was reported for all Belgian vessels operating in areas 8a and 8b. 
For 2012 data all officially recorded species by the Belgian authorities were 
provided. However, it should be noted that the sum of all provided landings do not 
match the total Belgian landings as there are a minority of species landed and 
recorded as e.g. “other demersal” or “other crustacean” which were not provided to 
the EGW 13-13.As Belgium does not have trip-by-trip information on the true mesh 
size for its fleets for 2003-2006, Belgium (as well as other countries) agreed to 
assume certain mesh sizes for its beam trawler fleets. Beamers operating in the 
Bay of Biscay (VIIIa,b) were assumed to use a 70-79 mm mesh size as this is the 
minimum legal mesh size in that area for beamers. For the North Sea, the trips 
were split according to the rectangles reported in the logbooks, and mesh sizes 
were allocated in line with Council Regulation (EC) N° 2056/2001. This regulation 
stipulates that beam trawlers are prohibited to use less than 120 mm in ICES 
Division IV to the north of 56° 00’ N. Therefore all beam trawl information from this 
part of ICES Division IV was accounted against an assumed >120mm mesh size. 
The same regulation also stipulates that within the rectangle with coordinates along 
the east coast of the UK between 55° 00’ N and 56° 00’ N and the points 55° 00’ N 
– 05° 00’ E and 56° 00’ N – 05° 00’ E, beam trawlers can use 100 to 119 mm mesh 
size. Here also it was assumed that the mesh size used by the Belgian Beam trawl 
fleet was 100-119 mm. For the rest of ICES Division IV (the southern part) a mesh 
size of 80-89 mm was assumed for the beam trawlers. Apart from these assumed 
mesh size which are based on rectangle information from logbooks, it was also 
assumed that the shrimp fishery used a mesh size of 16-31 mm. The mesh size of 
the beam trawl fleets in the other area’s was assumed to be 80-89 mm. Since 2007 
mesh sizes used by beam trawls operating in different areas have been based on 
the true mesh sizes used on each trip.  
The Belgian gear categories are: beam, demersal seine, dredge, gill, longline, otter, 
and trammel. For trammel nets, no assumptions of mesh sizes were made.  
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5.2 Denmark 
Denmark initially submitted before the deadline but needed to re-submit tables A 
and B between the deadline and the EWG 13-06.  
Table 5.6 Summary of submissions for Denmark 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-01 2013-05-15 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-01 2013-05-28 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-01 2013-05-02 
D_CAPACITY 2013-05-01 2013-05-02 
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-01 2013-05-02 
5.2.1 A Catch 
5.2.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 308038 records were submitted for 2003-2012.   The whole time 
series was updated because of a major revision to data extraction procedures in 
Denmark in 2012. Also to accommodate splitting special condition CPart13 into the 
separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c and CPart13d (years 
2009-2011).  
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 10600 records with no gear 
information and 547 records without mesh size information for various gear types. 
These records represent only a very small proportion of the reported Danish 
fisheries activities. 
The catch information available from Denmark is given in Table 5.7. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.7 Catch data from Denmark 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 53 53 51 52 52 53 53 53 54 54 
5.2.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
The Danish data does not cover the special conditions BACOMA or T90 in the 
Baltic, as these are not compulsory to report in logbooks according to control 
regulations 1224/2009 and 404/2011. 
Denmark revised extraction procedures in 2012. The revised extraction procedures 
have been made compatible with the RDB FishFrame database, in order to get a 
unique raising procedure for all Danish catch information (discards and age-based 
information), thus improving the consistency of data reported to the various forums 
within e.g. ICES and STECF. As such, data raised in FishFrame will now be used 
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for the STECF Effort data call. Where the categories in the FishFrame format and 
the STECF Effort format are not the same, the data are scaled according to the 
landings.   
5.2.2 B Effort 
5.2.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 27537 records were submitted for 2000-2012, as requested in the 
data call.  The whole time series was updated because of a major revision to data 
extraction procedures in Denmark in 2012. Also to accommodate splitting special 
condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c 
and CPart13d (years 2009-2011). 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 1107 records with no gear 
information and 962 records without mesh size information for various gear types. 
These records represent only a very small proportion of the reported Danish 
fisheries activities. 
The nominal effort information available from Denmark is given in Table 5.8. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.8 Nominal Effort data from Denmark 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.2.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
 The Danish data does not cover the special conditions BACOMA or T90 in the 
Baltic, as these are not compulsory to report in logbooks according to control 
regulations 1224/2009 and 404/2011. 
5.2.3 C Specific Effort 
5.2.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 62078 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated because of a major revision to data 
extraction procedures in Denmark in 2012. Also to accommodate splitting special 
condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c 
and CPart13d (years 2009-2011). 
 Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 1171 records with no gear 
information and 1022 records without mesh size information for various gear types. 
These records represent only a very small proportion of the reported Danish 
fisheries activities. 
The effective effort information available from Denmark is given in Table 5.9. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
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positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.9 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Denmark 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
 
5.2.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
The Danish data does not cover the special conditions BACOMA or T90 in 
the Baltic, as these are not compulsory to report in logbooks according to 
control regulations 1224/2009 and 404/2011. 
5.2.4 D Capacity 
5.2.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 296 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call.  The whole time series was updated because of a major revision to data 
extraction procedures in Denmark in 2012. Also to accommodate splitting special 
condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c 
and CPart13d (years 2009-2011).The capacity information available from Denmark 
is given in Table 5.10. This table shows whether or not any information is available 
for the parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a 
single record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with 
N. Data submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.10 Fishing Capacity data from Denmark 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Capacity GT Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Number of Vessels Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Activity days Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.2.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
No  comments. 
5.2.5 E Landings 
5.2.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 405759 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in 
the data call.  The whole time series was updated because of a major revision to 
data extraction procedures in Denmark in 2012. Also to accommodate splitting 
special condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c and CPart13d (years 2009-2011). 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 10106 records with no gear 
information and 564 records without mesh size information for various gear types. 
These records represent only a very small proportion of the reported Danish 
fisheries activities. 
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The landings by rectangle information available from Denmark are given in Table 
5.11. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.11 Landings by Rectangle data from Denmark 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 51 50 47 51 48 48 48 50 50 50
 
5.2.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
The Danish data does not cover the special conditions BACOMA or T90 in the 
Baltic, as these are not compulsory to report in logbooks according to control 
regulations 1224/2009 and 404/2011. 
5.3 Estonia 
Estonia submitted the requested templates before the deadline with the exception 
of capacity data which was submitted the following week.  
Table 5.12 Summary of submissions for Estonia 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
D_CAPACITY 2013-05-03 2013-05-09 
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-03 2013-05-04 
 
5.3.1 A Catch 
5.3.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1064 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Some mesh sizes are inconsistent with the data call (mainly vessels smaller than 
12 meters). 
The catch information available from Estonia is given in Table 5.13. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.13 Catch data for Estonia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
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Landings N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species N N 25 18 18 12 10 11 12 10 
5.3.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
5.3.2 Discards were provided for flounder only. These records were for vessels 
<12 m length and mesh sizes are inconsistent with the data call.  
5.3.3 B Effort 
5.3.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 58 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The nominal effort information available from Estonia is given in Table 5.14. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. 
Table 5.14 Nominal Effort data from Estonia 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.3.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data provided are only for vessels >=12m. 
5.3.4 C Specific Effort 
5.3.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 288 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The effective effort information available from Estonia is given in Table 5.15. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.15 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Estonia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.3.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data were provided only for vessels >=12m. 
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5.3.5 D Capacity 
5.3.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 30 records were submitted for 2008-2012. Fishing activity (days) 
for the years 2003-2012 was requested for the first time in 2013. 
The capacity information available from Estonia is given in Table 5.16. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.16 Capacity data from Estonia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Fishing Capacity GT N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Number of Vessels N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Fishing Activity days N N N N N Y Y Y Y Y 
 
5.3.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data for vessels <12 m were not provided. 
5.3.6 E Landings 
5.3.6.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1488 records were submitted for 2012.No updates for previous 
years’ data. The landings by rectangle information available from Estonia are given 
in Table 5.17. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single 
record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of 
species for which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.17 Landings by Rectangle data for Estonia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species N N 10 9 10 11 9 10 10 10 
5.3.6.2 Coverage and Quality 
Mesh sizes inconsistent with the data call were submitted, mainly for vessels <12 
m. 
 
5.4 Finland 
Finland submitted the requested templates before the deadline. Finish data were 
submitted in a format not consistent with the data call on the grounds of the data 
confidentiality clause in the DCF. STECF EWG 13-06 could not make use of the 
Finish data given its specific ToR. 
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Table 5.18 Summary of submissions for Finland 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
D_CAPACITY 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
 
5.4.1 A Catch 
5.4.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 385 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call.  
Major issues identified from the upload application and not corrected: No mesh size 
information for any gear. For vessels over 10 m a specific vessel length category 
was not defined. Missing quarter information for all >10 meter vessels.  Data for 
areas 24,25,26,27,28 aggregated into a single category “24-28”.  
The catch information available from Finland is given in Table 5.19. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. Inconsistent data with the 
definitions of the data call is denoted as I. 
Table 5.19 Catch data from Finland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Landings I I I I I I I I I I 
Discards I I I I I I I I I I 
Age I I I I I I I I I I 
Species 9 9 9 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 
5.4.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
 Finish data were submitted in a format not consistent with the data call on the 
grounds of the data confidentiality clause in the DCF. STECF EWG 13-06 could not 
make use of the Finish data given its specific ToR. 
5.4.2 B Effort 
5.4.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 73 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call.  
Major issues identified from the upload application and not corrected: No mesh size 
information for any gear. For vessels over 10 m a specific vessel length category 
was not defined. Missing quarter information for all >10 meter vessels. Data for 
areas 24, 25,26,27,28 aggregated into a single category “24-28”. 
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The nominal effort information available from Finland is given in Table 5.20. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. Inconsistent data with the definitions of the 
data call is denoted as I. 
Table 5.20 Nominal Effort data from Finland 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort N N N I I I I I I I I I I 
5.4.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Finish data were submitted in a format not consistent with the data call on the 
grounds of the data confidentiality clause in the DCF. STECF EWG 13-06 could not 
make use of the Finish data given its specific ToR. 
5.4.3 C Specific Effort 
5.4.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 73 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Important: None of the records available for Finland from Table C has rectangle 
information. The rectangle information is requested in the official data call. 
Major issues identified from the upload application (apart from the missing 
rectangle information) and not corrected: No mesh size information for any gear, 
code used for vessels over 10 m  length not defined in the data call, missing 
quarter information for all >10 meter vessels, aggregated data for areas 24, 25, 26, 
27 and 28 into a single category “24-28”. 
The specific effort information available from Finland is given in Table 5.21. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. Inconsistent data with the definitions of the 
data call is denoted as I. 
Table 5.21 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Finland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by 
Rectangle I I I I I I I I I I 
5.4.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Finish data were submitted in a format not consistent with the data call on the 
grounds of the data confidentiality clause in the DCF. STECF EWG 13-06 could not 
make use of the Finish data given its specific ToR 
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5.4.4 .D Capacity 
5.4.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1 record was submitted for 2012 as requested in the data call for 
capacity in kW, GT and number of vessels.  No updates for previous years’ data. 
Fishing activity (days) for the years 2003-2012 was requested for the first time in 
2013. 
Important: The record for Finland from Table D has an invalid vessel length code. 
This information is not the one requested in the official data call. 
The capacity information available from Finland is given in Table 5.22. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. Inconsistent data with the definitions of the 
data call is denoted as I. 
Table 5.22 Capacity data from Finland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW N I I I I I I I I I 
Fishing Capacity GT N I I I I I I I I I
Number of Vessels N I I I I I I I I I 
Fishing Activity days N N N N N N N N N I 
5.4.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
. Finish data were submitted in a format not consistent with the data call on the 
grounds of the data confidentiality clause in the DCF. STECF EWG 13-06 could not 
make use of the Finish data given its specific ToR. 
5.4.5 E Landings 
5.4.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 4962 records were submitted for 2012. No updates for previous 
years’ data. 
Important: Table E contains entries for invalid area “24-28” and these entries have 
no rectangle information, (rectangle information is requested in the official data 
call). Rectangle information is available for other Baltic areas. 
Major issues identified from the upload application (apart from the missing 
rectangle information) and not corrected: No mesh size information for any gear, 
code used for vessels over 10 m  length not defined in the data call, missing 
quarter information for all >10 meter vessels, aggregated data for areas 24, 25, 26, 
27 and 28 into a single category “24-28”. 
The landings by rectangle information available from Finland are given in Table 
5.23. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
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which any information is provided is given also in the last row. Inconsistent data 
with the definitions of the data call is denoted as I. 
Table 5.23 Landings by Rectangle data from Finland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle N N N N N I I I I I 
Species  N N N N N 11 11 11 11 11 
5.4.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
 Finish data were submitted in a format not consistent with the data call on the 
grounds of the data confidentiality clause in the DCF. STECF EWG 13-06 could not 
make use of the Finish data given its specific ToR. 
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5.5 France 
France submitted the requested templates between the data submission deadline 
and EWG 13-06. . 
Table 5.24 Summary of submissions from France 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-15 2013-06-11 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-21 2013-06-11 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-21 2013-06-11 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-21 2013-06-11 
 
5.5.1 A Catch 
5.5.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 20538 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
France did not submit any age information. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 107 records with missing 
area information and 637 records with missing mesh size information for gear type 
pots.  
The catch information available from France is given in Table 5.25. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.25 Catch data from France 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards N N N N N N N Y Y N 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N N 
Species 157 165 168 172 167 163 163 88 94 87 
5.5.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
No age data was provided and no discard data.. Some missing area information 
was evident. 
Only data regarding species and gears that are requested in the official data call 
have been submitted as a consequence records regarding species or gears not 
requested are missing. 
The specific conditions Cpart11, Cpart13b, IIB72ab, DEEP and SBcIIIart5 have 
been provided for eligible vessels and fisheries for 2012 but data from 2009-2011 
was not updated (such that specon CPart13 is not specified according to CPart13a-
d). 
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5.5.2 B Effort 
5.5.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 3079 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 15 records with missing area 
information and 135 records with missing mesh size information for gear type pots.  
The nominal effort information available from France is given in Table 5.26. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.26 Nominal Effort data from France 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.5.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
No fishing activity data for 2000–2009. Fishing capacity data for 2012 only.  
The specific conditions Cpart11, Cpart13b, IIB72ab, DEEP and SBcIIIart5 have 
been provided for eligible vessels and fisheries for 2012 but data from 2009-2011 
was not updated (such that specon CPart13 is not specified according to CPart13a-
d). 
Days at sea are estimated with consistency with the DCF regulation (any 
continuous period of 24 hours (or part thereof) during which a vessel is present 
within an area and absent from port). 
5.5.3 C Specific Effort 
5.5.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 11599 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Many records (991 in number) submitted with missing rectangle information. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 15 records with missing area 
information and 556 records with missing mesh size information for gear type pots.  
The specific effort information available from France is given in Table 5.27. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.27 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from France 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
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5.5.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Some missing area and rectangle information especially at this level of 
desegregation (available for the ICES division but not for the statistical rectangle 
information). 
The specific conditions Cpart11, Cpart13b, IIB72ab, DEEP and SBcIIIart5 have 
been provided for eligible vessels and fisheries for 2012 but data from 2009-2011 
was not updated (such that specon CPart13 is not specified according to CPart13a-
d). 
5.5.4 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
5.5.5 E Landings 
5.5.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 62573 records were submitted for 2012.No updates for previous 
years’ data. 
Many records (2512 in number) submitted with missing rectangle information. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 107 records with missing 
area information and 1534 records with missing mesh size information for gear type 
pots.  
The landings by rectangle information available from France are given in Table 
5.28. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.28 Landings by Rectangle data from France 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle N N N N N N N N Y Y
Species N N N N N N N N 94 87
5.5.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
France only submitted data for 2012 meaning data for 2003-2010 is still not 
available.  
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5.6 Germany 
Germany submitted the requested templates before the deadline. Revisions to the 
catch file required submission the week following the deadline. These records 
represent only a very small proportion of the reported German fisheries activities.  
Table 5.29 Summary of submissions from Germany 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-02 2013-05-08 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-02 2013-05-02 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
D_CAPACITY 2013-05-02 2013-05-02 
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
5.6.1 A Catch 
5.6.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 2729records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. Updates of 2009-2011 data were performed on data as supplied in previous 
years. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 38 records with gear code 
not consistent with the data call, and 211 records with missing mesh size for beam, 
gill and pots. 
For vessels < 8m, no mesh size, discards or age information is available. 
The catch information available from Germany is given in Table 5.30. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.30 Catch data from Germany 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 78 83 84 88 85 75 79 70 53 52 
5.6.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
Fleet specific landings and estimated discard data were provided as outlined in the 
data call for 2003-2012 (2003-2011 have been submitted in previous years) derived 
from official logbook data covering all vessels ≥10m. For the Baltic information for 
vessels >=8m is provided. Information on landings are provided for vessels <10m 
(North Sea) and <8m (Baltic) based on landings declarations from these vessels in 
a more aggregated format as logbooks are not mandatory for these vessels. The 
estimation of discards is based on about 20-30 observer trips per year. . It is 
impossible to cover all quarter-gear-mesh size combinations in the data call. 
Therefore, final discard estimates in this report are to some extent based on 
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observations from other countries. The data consider the aggregation by quarter, 
area, gear, mesh size, and existing derogations including special conditions of 
8.1.a, 8.1.c, 8.1.d, 8.1.e and 8.1.f for the years 2003-2008 as requested. For 2009 
onwards the special conditions from the new cod management plan are used. 
Records which did not pass the Data Submission filters represent a very small 
proportion of the reported German fisheries activities. They are related to fishing 
operations with gears for which no code is available in the STECF data call. 
5.6.2 B Effort 
5.6.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 2234 records were submitted for 2009-2012, as requested in the 
data call.  Re-submission of the years 2009-2011 to address the request in the 
2013 ToR to split specific condition art13 into its component parts (art13a, art13b, 
art13c, art13d).  
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 50 records with gear code 
not consistent with the data call, and 27 records with missing mesh size for pots. 
The nominal effort information available from Germany is given in Table 5.31. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.31 Nominal Effort data from Germany 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.6.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Germany provided fleet specific effort data for 2000-2012 (2000-2011 have been 
submitted in previous years) in the requested formats derived from official logbook 
data. However, data on vessels <10m in the North Sea and <8m in the Baltic do 
not cover all vessels and trips because these vessels normally do not have to fill 
out logbooks. For the scientific evaluations in this report, the calculation procedure 
follows closely the description in the STECF technical report “Some technical 
guidance towards national fleet specific fishing effort and catch data aggregation” 
(ISBN 978-92-79-12134-0). This implies a calculation of kw-days based on 
calendar days and effort related to rescue operations etc. are not subtracted. The 
data consider the aggregation by quarter, area, gear, mesh size, and existing 
derogations including special conditions of 8.1.a, 8.1.c, 8.1.d, 8.1.e and 8.1.f for the 
years 2000-2008. For 2009 onwards the special conditions from the new cod 
management plan are used. Data for the years 2009-2011 was re-submitted to 
address the request in the 2013 ToR to split specific condition art13 into its 
component parts (art13a, art13b, art13c and art13d).  
Records which did not pass the Data Submission filters represent a very small 
proportion of the reported German fisheries activities. They are related to fishing 
operations with gears for which no code is available in the STECF data call. 
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5.6.3 C Specific Effort 
5.6.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 2174 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 36 records with gear code 
not consistent with the data call, and 38 records with missing mesh size for pots. 
The specific effort information available from Germany is given in Table 5.32. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.32 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Germany 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.6.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
5.6.4 D Capacity 
5.6.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 148 records were submitted for 2003-2012. 
The capacity information available from Germany is given in Table 5.33. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.33 Capacity data from Germany 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Capacity GT Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Number of Vessels Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Activity days Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.6.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data on Capacity in the Baltic was provided as requested by the data call from 
logbook information. It was ensured that vessels do not count twice to get a 
realistic overview on fleet capacity. The full time series is covered.  
5.6.5 E Landings 
5.6.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 9393 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call.  No updates for previous years’ data. 
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Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 62 records with gear code 
not consistent with the data call, and 43 records with missing mesh size for pots. 
The landings by rectangle information available from Germany are given in Table 
5.34. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.34 Landings by Rectangle data from Germany 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 46 49 51 48 49 44 48 50 49 46
5.6.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
Germany aggregated the landings from logbook information as requested by ICES 
statistical rectangles. No complete data on the spatial distribution of landings could 
be provided for vessels <10m in the North Sea and <8m in the Baltic as it is not 
mandatory for these vessels to provide detailed logbook information. Descriptions 
on special conditions from part A and B also apply to part E. 
Records which did not pass the Data Submission filters represent a very small 
proportion of the reported German fisheries activities. They are related to fishing 
operations with gears for which no code is available in the STECF data call. 
 
5.7 Ireland 
Ireland submitted the requested templates before the deadline with the exception of 
a revision to the effort table which was submitted soon after. 
Table 5.35 Summary of submissions for Ireland 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
B_EFFORT 2013-04-30 2013-05-15 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-02 2013-05-02 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-02 2013-05-02 
 
5.7.1 A Catch 
5.7.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 73788 records were submitted for 2009-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The years 2009-2011 were updated to include splitting special condition 
CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c and 
CPart13d. 
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Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 887records with no gear 
information, 999 records with missing mesh size information for gillnets, otter gear 
and pots.  
The catch information available from Ireland is given in Table 5.36. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row.  
 
 
Table 5.36 Catch data from Ireland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 69 76 63 61 67 64 71 73 70 71 
5.7.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
Ireland provided fleet specific landings data for 2009-2012 derived from declared 
landings within the national logbook database (IFIS) for all vessels ≥10 meters in 
length. Operational landings information was used in order to provide landings data 
within the Biologically Sensitive Area (BSA). All species requested by the group 
and landed by Irish vessels have been provided in the requested aggregation. The 
following special condition information was supplied: none, CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c, CPart13d, CPart11 and DEEP. SPECON DEEP is a duplication of effort 
within the relevant areas. 
Vessels <10 meter are not required to complete logbooks, therefore landings data 
from these vessels are obtained from monthly reports. These reports provide 
species live weight by ICES area on a monthly basis. No vessel, gear, or effort 
information is recorded. There is some doubt as to the accuracy of these monthly 
reports.  
It was not possible to accurately aggregate data to the level of EU, coast, and 
RFMO. Data was assigned according to the following: Where an EU category 
existed within an area, all data from that area was categorised as EU, with the 
exception of ICES division X assumed to be RFMO. Those ICES divisions without 
an EU category where assumed as 1 coast and 2 coast. 
There is no quantitative information on misreporting although area misreporting for 
cod is known to be an issue between VIIg and VIIa.  
Minor revisions were made to the 2009-2011 data due to continuing revisions and 
improvements to the national database. It was also necessary to re-compile data to 
differentiate between special conditions CPart13a-d. 
Biological Landings estimations: Irish biological landings information is not 
recorded with mesh size information, this was re-constructed by linking to the 
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logbooks database, where possible. The age composition of the landings was 
estimated for each quarter of 2009-2012, by gear, area and species (any higher 
level of disaggregation would violate the sampling design). The age compositions 
were then assigned to each of the remaining categories (vessel_length; mesh, 
fishery; specon) based on the reported landings in each of these categories. 
Discard and biological Discards estimations: Discard data were raised up to the 
fleet level for each year, quarter, gear, area and species. Fishing effort (hours 
fished) was used for all species as the auxiliary variable. The age compositions 
were then assigned to each of the remaining categories (vessel_length; mesh, 
fishery; specon) based on the effort (kWdays) in each of these categories. Discards 
that were observed to be zero are included. 
 
 
 
WARNINGS (from the member state):  
1) Differences between ICES stock assessment working group data STECF 
data will arise because different levels of stratification were used; we applied 
the most disaggregated level of stratification possible for the STECF data 
call, while working group estimates are generally produced by merging a 
number of strata. Additionally, the discard estimates for the working groups 
are produced using different auxiliary variables for certain stocks. Because 
of the large number of species involved it was decided to use a single 
auxiliary variable for all species. 
2) Because the data are estimated by year, quarter, gear and area, it is 
meaningless to compare age compositions between vessel length 
categories, mesh size categories and special conditions; the age 
composition will be identical for all of these sub-categories) 
3) Most categories (year, quarter, vessel length, gear, mesh etc.) have not 
been sampled and sample numbers are very low for categories that have 
been sampled. Therefore the biological data should be treated with extreme 
caution. It would be more useful to ask for the raw data so this can be 
aggregated at whatever level is appropriate. 
4) There will be many cases where a year-quarter-area-gear-vessel length-
mesh-fishery-specon combination has not been sampled but there will be 
biological information (including ‘observed’ zero values for discards). This is 
because the biological information is estimated for year-quarter-area-gear 
combinations and then assigned to the various year-quarter-area-gear-
vessel length-mesh-fishery-specon combinations based on landings or 
effort. 
5.7.2 B Effort 
5.7.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 2961 records were submitted for 2009-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated. 
No information is provided for vessels less than 10 meters in length. 
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Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 26 records with no gear 
information, 58 with missing vessel length information and 2110 records with 
missing mesh size information for various gear types.  
The nominal effort information available from Ireland is given in Table 5.37. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.37 Nominal Effort data from Ireland 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.7.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Mesh size information was only available from 2003 onwards.  
No information is provided for vessels less than 10 meters in length. Vessels less 
than 10m in length are not required to complete logbooks, and therefore no effort is 
available for these vessels. 
Ireland provided fleet specific kW*days-at-sea, GT*days-at-sea kW capacity and 
vessel numbers for 2009-2012 in the requested aggregation format, derived from 
the national logbook database (IFIS) for vessels ≥10 meters in length. The 
following special condition information was supplied: none, CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c, CPart13d, CPart11 and DEEP. Specon DEEP is a duplication of effort 
within the relevant areas. Days-at-sea data were constructed following the 
methodology guidelines provided by the Joint Research Council at a meeting held 
by the Commission in February 2009 and according to the Control Regulation. Only 
one gear and area combination is applied to any one vessel day assigned 
according to the dominant fishing activity.  
Fishing activity was not provided as Ireland does not operate within the areas for 
which this data was requested.  
Days-at-sea effort for 2000-2002 is presented as a calculated proxy, obtained from 
the average ratio of operational fishing days to days-at-sea by gear during 2003 to 
2005.  
It was not possible to accurately aggregate data to the level of EU, coast, and 
RFMO. Data was assigned according to the following: Where an EU category 
existed within an area, all data from that area was categorised as EU, with the 
exception of ICES division X assumed to be RFMO. Those ICES divisions without 
an EU category where assumed as 1 coast and 2 coast. 
5.7.3 C Specific Effort 
5.7.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 12544 records were submitted for 2009-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The years 2009-2011 were updated because of the need to separate 
specon CPart13 into Cpart13a-d. 
No information was provided for vessels less than 10 meters in length. 
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Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 233 records with no gear 
information and 1004 records with missing mesh size information for gill, otter gear 
and pots.  
The specific effort information available from Ireland is given in Table 5.38. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. 
Table 5.38 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Ireland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.7.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
No spatial effort information is available for vessels less than 10m in length.  
Ireland provided effective effort by ICES statistical rectangle in units of hours fished 
for the period 2009-2012 in the requested aggregation format, derived from the 
national logbook database (IFIS) for vessels ≥10m in length. Hours fished were 
calculated by summing fishing time reported within the logbook operations. To 
ensure consistency between datasets, the same base operational logbooks data 
was used as for the aggregation of days-at-sea effort. The following special 
condition information was supplied: none, CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c, 
CPart13d, CPart11 and DEEP. Specon DEEP is a duplication of effort within the 
relevant areas. 
It was not possible to accurately aggregate data to the level of EU, coast, and 
RFMO. Data was assigned according to the following: Where an EU category 
existed within an area, all data from that area was categorised as EU, with the 
exception of ICES division X assumed to be RFMO. Those ICES divisions without 
an EU category where assumed as 1 coast and 2 coast. 
5.7.4 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
5.7.5 E Landings 
5.7.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 88629 records were submitted for 2009-2012, as requested in the 
data call.  The years 2009-2011 were updated because of the need to separate 
specon CPart13 into Cpart13a-d. 
No information was provided for vessels less than 10 meters in length. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 1769 records with no gear 
information and 1898 records with missing mesh size information for gill, otter and 
pots.  
The landings by rectangle information available from Ireland are given in Table 
5.39. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
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this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.39 Landings by Rectangle data for Ireland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 66 61 56 55 62 47 48 49 46 53
5.7.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
No spatial landings information is available for vessels less than 10m in length.  
Ireland provided landings by ICES statistical rectangle for the period 2009-2012 in 
the requested aggregation format, derived from the national logbook database 
(IFIS) for vessels ≥10m in length. Landings were calculated by summing live 
weights reported within the logbook operations as declared landings are not 
available at the level of statistical rectangle. To ensure consistency between 
datasets, the same base operational logbooks data was used as for the 
aggregation of declared landings within the Landings database (A). The following 
special condition information was supplied: none, CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c, 
CPart13d, CPart11 and DEEP. Specon DEEP is a duplication of effort within the 
relevant areas. 
It was not possible to accurately aggregate data to the level of EU, coast, and 
RFMO. Data was assigned according to the following: Where an EU category 
existed within an area, all data from that area was categorised as EU, with the 
exception of ICES division X assumed to be RFMO. Those ICES divisions without 
an EU category where assumed as 1 coast and 2 coast. 
 
5.8 Latvia 
Latvia submitted the requested templates before the deadline.  
Table 5.40 Summary of submissions for Latvia 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
B_EFFORT 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
D_CAPACITY 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
E_LANDINGS 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
 
5.8.1 A Catch 
5.8.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 147 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data.  
The catch information available from Latvia is given in Table 5.41. This table shows 
whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. This 
information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a positive 
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result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is indicated 
in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any information is 
provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.41 Catch data from Latvia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 8 7 7 7    7 7 7 8 8 7 
5.8.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
STECF EWG notes that according to the Latvian National Programme discard data 
should to be collected for cod only. 
Discards data were collected under the Latvian National Programme according to 
the sampling strategy. The discard volume was determined in the cod fishery: 
GNS_DEF_110-156_0_0 and OTB_DEF_>=105_1_110.  The sampling scheme 
does not cover all quarter-gear-mesh size combinations in the data call.  
 
5.8.2 B Effort 
5.8.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 71 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The nominal effort information available from Latvia is given in Table 5.42. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.42 Nominal Effort data from Latvia 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.8.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
All effort data were based on the information derived from logbooks. 
Fishing activity (days at sea) were calculated on the base of voyage start date and 
the voyage end date, by subtraction returning date from departure date. In case 
when a voyage started and ended in the same date it was adopted as 1 day at sea. 
If the vessels during the trip operated in more than one area each day was 
attributed to the area where the most fishing time was spent. Based on the detailed 
information given it remains unclear to the STECF EWG 13-13 if the data are 
consistent with Control or DCF Regulation. 
All fields of requested effort data, such as days at sea, kW*Days and Gt*Days are 
available for all fleet segments for 2008-2012, but only for the offshore fishery 
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(vessels >10m) for the period 2003-2007. It was impossible to estimate accurately 
effort data in kW*days and Gt*days for boats less than 10 m operated in the coastal 
zone for years prior to 2008, because fishermen in that period filled logbooks 
without data about boats. That is the main reason for incomplete information 
concerning the small scale fishery segment for the period 2005-2007. However, 
“days at sea” were presented for all vessel segments for this period. 
5.8.3 C Specific Effort 
5.8.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 198 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The specific effort information available from Latvia is given in Table 5.43. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.43 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Latvia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.8.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Effective effort (Hours fished) was calculated by summing fishing duration for each 
operation during the trip. For the small boats less than 10 m this parameter was 
calculated as fishing days multiplied by 24. Effort data were derived from logbooks 
and covered all fleet segments for the period of 2005-2012. Fleet specific effort 
data for small boats (<8m) were not provided for 2003 – 2004. 
5.8.4 D Capacity 
5.8.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 81 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated. 
The capacity information available from Latvia is given in Table 5.44. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.44 Capacity data from Latvia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Capacity GT Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Number of Vessels Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Activity days Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.8.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data for boats < 8m were provided for 2008-2012 only. 
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5.8.5 E Landings 
5.8.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 352 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call.  No updates for previous years’ data. 
The landings by rectangle information available from Latvia are given in Table 5.28. 
This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in 
each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead 
to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this 
year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which 
any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.45 Landings by rectangle data for Latvia 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 8 7 7 7 7 7 7 8 8 7 
5.8.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
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5.9 Lithuania 
Lithuania submitted the requested templates before the deadline with the exception 
of a revision of the capacity table which was submitted soon after the deadline.  
 
Table 5.46 Summary of submissions for Lithuania 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-02 2013-05-02 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-01 2013-05-02 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-04-15 2013-04-15 
D_CAPACITY 2013-04-15 2013-05-10 
E_LANDINGS 2013-04-17 2013-04-17 
 
5.9.1 A Catch 
5.9.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 141 records were submitted for 2012.  No updates for previous 
years’ data. The catch information available from Lithuania is given in Table 5.47. 
This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in 
each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead 
to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this 
year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which 
any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.47 Catch data from Lithuania 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards N N N N N N Y Y Y Y 
Age N N N N N N Y Y Y Y 
Species N N 1 1 1 1 11 12 15 20 
5.9.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments 
5.9.2 .B Effort 
5.9.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 86 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The nominal effort information available from Lithuania is given in Table 5.48. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.48 Nominal Effort data from Lithuania 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
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Nominal 
Effort N N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.9.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
5.9.3 C Specific Effort 
5.9.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 134 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The specific effort information available from Lithuania is given in Table 5.49. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.49 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Lithuania 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle N N N N N N Y Y Y Y
5.9.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
5.9.4 D Capacity 
5.9.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 32 records were submitted for 2009-2012. 
The capacity information available from Lithuania is given in Table 5.50. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.50 Capacity data from Lithuania 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW N N N N N N Y Y Y Y
Fishing Capacity GT N N N N N N Y Y Y Y
Number of Vessels N N N N N N Y Y Y Y
Fishing Activity days N N N N N N Y Y Y Y
5.9.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
5.9.5 E Landings 
5.9.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 242 records were submitted for 2012. No updates for previous 
years’ data. 
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The landings by rectangle information available from Lithuania are given in Table 
5.51. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.51 Landings by Rectangle data from Lithuania 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle N N N N N Y Y Y Y Y
Species N N N N N 8 8 8 8 8
5.9.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
 
5.10 The Netherlands 
The Netherlands submitted the requested templates after the deadline but before 
EWG 13-06.  
Table 5.52 Summary of submissions from The Netherlands 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-15 2013-05-15 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-15 2013-05-15 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-15 2013-05-15 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-15 2013-05-15 
 
5.10.1 A Catch 
5.10.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1788 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data.  
The catch information available from The Netherlands is given in Table 5.53. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.53 Catch data from The Netherlands 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 3 3 3 3 3 3 39    43 38 43 
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5.10.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
The Netherlands has indicated to STECF that analyses in The Netherlands indicate 
there may be differences between the data generated by the Dutch monitoring and 
raising programme and the data that is contained in the STECF database. 
5.10.2 B Effort 
5.10.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 363 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The nominal effort information available from The Netherlands is given in Table 
5.54. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.54 Nominal Effort data from The Netherlands 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.10.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
The Netherlands provided effort data for 2012. No updates for previous years’ were 
submitted. The data was provided in the requested format using the official logbook 
data for vessels < 10 m, >= 10 <=15 m and >15 m.  
5.10.3 C Specific Effort 
5.10.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1975 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
The specific effort information available from The Netherlands is given in Table 
5.55. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.55 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from The Netherlands 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.10.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
The data was provided in the requested format using the official logbook data for 
vessels < 10 m, >= 10 <=15 m and >15 m. Not all records passed the Data 
Submission filters due to the fact that rectangles are only defined for ICES areas 
and not for CECAF areas. Despite this, all records were submitted.  
5.10.4 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
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5.10.5 E Landings 
5.10.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 8266 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call.  No updates for previous years’ data. 
The landings by rectangle information available from The Netherlands are given in 
Table 5.56. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single 
record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of 
species for which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.56 Landings by Rectangle data from The Netherlands 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 37 36 34 34 39 35 35 41 37 43
5.10.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
 
5.11 Poland 
Poland submitted the requested templates after the deadline but before EWG 13-
06.  
Table 5.57 Summary of submissions for Poland 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-07 2012-05-07 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-07 2012-05-07 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-04-30 2012-05-07 
D_CAPACITY 2013-05-07 2012-05-07 
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-07 2012-05-20 
 
5.11.1 A Catch 
5.11.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1592 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data.  
No special condition information was recorded in the 2012 data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 367 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types.  
The catch information available from Poland is given in Table 5.58. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
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indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.58 Catch data from Poland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species N 45 39 41 35 38 37 41 14 13 
5.11.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
No special condition information was recorded in the 2012 data. 
Comparison of 2011 mesh size data with 2004-2010 shows that they are not 
consistent and significantly different. Neither mesh size nor SPECON (BACOMA 
window, T90) information were available from the database for 2004-2010. Thus 
these information were estimated based on expert knowledge and assumptions. 
Targeted species assemblages (métier), actual fish species caught and gear used 
were taken into account to identify mesh size. In 2011 data about mesh size were 
based on actual information derived from logbooks. This caused many “-1” values 
(missing values) which were reported for 2001-2010, to become known and 
changed into “16-31” or “32-54” in 2011. Information on discards was provided for 
cod (2003-2011) taken in fisheries targeting cod, discards for herring, sprat and 
flounder was delivered for 2011 and discards for cod, flounder, perch, plaice and 
turbot in 2012. 
5.11.2 B Effort 
5.11.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1448 records were submitted for 2011-2012, as requested in the 
data call. Update of 2011 data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 238 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types.  
The nominal effort information available from Poland is given in Table 5.59. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.59 Nominal Effort data from Poland 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.11.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
STECF EWG 13-13 notes that a different method of estimation of mesh size 
ranges in 2011 (compared to the previous years) caused a change in the mesh 
size class allocated to the majority of records, (compared to the 2004-2010 period). 
This mostly concerns vessels under 10 meters.  
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5.11.3 C Specific Effort 
5.11.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 3095 records were submitted for 2011-2012, as requested in the 
data call.  Update of 2011 data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 411 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types.  
The specific effort information available from Poland is given in Table 5.60. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. 
Table 5.60 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Poland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.11.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
 STECF EWG 13-13 notes that a different method of estimation of mesh size 
ranges in 2011 (compared to the previous years) caused a change in the mesh 
size class allocated to the majority of records, (compared to the 2004-2010 period). 
This mostly concerns vessels under 10 meters. 
5.11.4 D Capacity 
5.11.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 286 records were submitted for 2004-2012. The whole time 
series previously stored for Poland has been updated. 
The capacity information available from Poland is given in Table 5.61. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.61 Capacity data from Poland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Capacity GT N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Number of Vessels N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Activity days N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.11.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
No comments. 
5.11.5 E Landings 
5.11.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 3210 records were submitted for 2012.  No updates for previous 
years’ data. 
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Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 551 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types.  
The landings by rectangle information available from Poland are given in Table 
5.62. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.62 Landings by Rectangle data from Poland 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species N 15 14 13 13 13 13 13 14 13
5.11.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
Comparison of 2011 mesh size data with 2004-2010 shows that they are not 
consistent and significantly different. Neither mesh size nor SPECON (BACOMA 
window, T90) information were available from the database for 2004-2010. Thus 
these information were estimated based on expert knowledge and assumptions. 
Targeted species assemblages (métier), actually fish species caught and gear 
used were taken into account to identify mesh size. In 2011 data about mesh size 
were based on actual information derived from logbooks. This caused many “-1” 
values (missing values) which were reported for 2001-2010, to become known and 
changed into “16-31” or “32-54” in 2011. 
 
5.12 Portugal 
Portugal submitted the requested templates before the deadline. However, due to 
issues over the quality of the data that were identified by the experts of the group 
re-submissions were performed during the EWG 13-06. 
 
Table 5.63 Summary of submissions for Portugal 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-03 2012-06-17 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-03 2012-06-17 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-03 2012-06-17 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-03 2012-06-17 
 
5.12.1 A Catch 
5.12.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 6586 records were submitted for 2003-2012. The whole time 
series was updated. 
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Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 627 records with missing 
gear type (all from vessels < 10m in length) and 4 records with missing mesh size 
information for pelagic trawl and seine gear types.  
The catch information available from Portugal is given in Table 5.64. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. Inconsistent data with the 
definitions of the data call is denoted as I. 
Table 5.64 Catch data from Portugal 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards N N N N N N N N N Y 
Age N N N N N N N I I I 
Species 25 24 41 38 40 33 34 40 38 37 
 
5.12.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
Discards: In the period 2004-2010, hake discards were provided, assuming that 
they were proportional to the trawl landings, the only gear sampled. However, 
considering that, according to the Data Collection Framework raising procedures, 
discards are raised using effort and not landings and that the data call grouping is 
not consistent with the sampled DCF métiers, in 2012 hake discards from Portugal 
were removed from the database. 
The Portuguese annual discard estimates have high coefficients of variation (> 
30%). The assignment of these data to the data call disaggregated métiers when 
the métiers do not perfectly match is not possible without making strong 
assumptions different from those used in the established raising procedures and 
that could lead to completely different total discard estimates. Therefore, data on 
hake annual discards by DCF métiers were provided and included in tables and 
figures in aggregated form. 
At present, the procedure used to raise discards from haul to fleet level in the 
Portuguese trawl fisheries is adapted from Fernandes et al. (2010) (Jardim and 
Fernandes, in prep.). Using this procedure, species with low frequency of 
occurrence or abundance in discards (i.e., a large number of zeros in the data set) 
cannot be reliably estimated at fleet level (Jardim et al., 2011). The frequency of 
occurrence and abundance of most species in the discards of the Portuguese 
bottom trawl fleet was below 30%. Consequently, annual trawl discard volumes and 
length frequencies at fleet level were only estimated for some métiers, species and 
years. 
The sampling methodologies for gillnets and trammel nets(sampled from late 2009 
onwards) were only recently standardized (Prista and Jardim, 2011). These are 
only two of the several métiers that can be performed by the so-called Portuguese 
polyvalent fleet (or multi-gear fleet). Besides nets, the vessels in this fleet are also 
frequently licensed to use pots and bottom longlines, and frequently carry out 
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several métiers in a single fishing trip and/or switch métiers during the year. Such 
uncertainties in determining fishing effort at métier level, along with low spatial-
temporal coverage of fleet activity and difficulties in raising data from multi-métier 
fishing trips to fleet level have hampered the estimation of gillnet and trammel net 
discards. No estimates at fleet level have been performed to date. Bottom longlines 
are not among the selected métiers for on board sampling under the DCF National 
program.  
In 2013, discard estimates are presented only for bottom otter trawl. The problem 
of different metier aggregation in DCF and in the data call request is not yet solved 
and the total discards by species were allocated to the data call more 
disaggregated metiers proportionally to their landings, although this procedure is 
considered inappropriate. In this way, discards are presented for hake and blue 
whiting for the period 2004-2012 and for some years for Norway lobster and 
mackerel. Zero discards have been reported for black scabbard fish, sole, sea 
breams, several species of sharks and Nephrops in most of the years, 
Norway lobster is a valuable species and discards are negligible. No discard 
estimates were presented for other species due to the reasons presented above. 
Age data: Age data is provided for black scabbard fish only. There is a serious 
concern about European hake growth. Tagging experiences show that growth rate 
could be two times higher than expected, although the true value is uncertain 
(ICES, 2009). At present, the assessment model is length based (ICES, 2010a). 
Norway lobster, there is not a standardized ageing methodology. 
B Effort 
5.12.1.3 Data submission 
A total number of 2328 records were submitted for 2000-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 96 records with missing gear 
type (all from vessels < 10m in length) and 10 records with missing mesh size 
information for pelagic trawl and seine gear types. 
The nominal effort information available from Portugal is given in Table 5.65. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.65 Nominal Effort data from Portugal 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.12.1.4 Coverage and Quality 
  Data on fishing activity and fishing capacity were provided for vessels ≥10 meters 
operating with regulated gears and with specon=NONE (under effort restrictions). 
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Vessels < 10 meters are not required to complete logbooks. Effort of these vessels 
was estimated based on sales records and data is not available for all fields of the 
data call. 
Although most inconsistencies from previous years in the combination of 
GEAR*SPECON have been corrected in the data submitted this year, there are still 
a few mistakes remaining e.g. for gears “PEL_TRAWL”, “PEL_SEINE” and “POTS” 
with special condition “DEEP”. 
5.12.2 C Specific Effort 
5.12.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 9722 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 557 records with missing 
gear type (all from vessels < 10m in length) and 9 records with missing mesh size 
information for pelagic trawl and seine gear types. 
The specific effort information available from Portugal is given in Table 5.66. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling. 
 
Table 5.66 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Portugal 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.12.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Portugal provided effective effort (in hours) by rectangle for the period 2003-2012 
for vessels ≥ 10 meters with the aggregation requested by the data call, based on 
logbook data. 
No spatial effort information is available for vessels < 10 meters, since they are not 
required to complete logbooks. 
5.12.3 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
5.12.4 E Landings 
5.12.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 19225 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call.  The whole time series was updated. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 3090 records with missing 
gear type (all from vessels < 10m in length) and 4 records with missing mesh size 
information for pelagic trawl and seine gear types.  
The landings by rectangle information available from Portugal are given in Table 
5.67. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
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lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.67 Landings by Rectangle data from Portugal 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 31 38 43 37 43 33 34 39 36 36
5.12.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
Portugal provided landings by species and by rectangle for the period 2003-2012 
for vessels ≥ 10 meters with the aggregation requested by the data call, based on 
logbook data. 
No spatial landings information is available for vessels < 10 meters, since they are 
not required to complete logbooks. No quality check was performed. 
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5.13 Spain 
Spain submitted the requested templates after the deadline but before EWG 13-06. 
Due to errors identified during EWG 13-06 catch data was resubmitted during EWG 
13-06. Catch data was again re-submitted ahead of EWG 13-13. Some remaining 
problems were identified during EWG 13-13 and the data modified during EWG 13-
13.  
Table 5.68 Summary of submissions from Spain 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-13 2013-10-08 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-29 2013-06-18 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-29 2013-06-18 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-29 2013-06-18 
5.13.1 A Catch 
5.13.1.1 Data submission 
 A total number of 17175 records were submitted for 2012, as requested by the 
data call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 7 records with missing vessel 
length, 766 records with missing gear type and 1173 records with recorded gear 
type but no mesh size information for various gear types. 
The catch information available from Spain is given in Table 5.69. This table shows 
whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. This 
information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a positive 
result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is indicated 
in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any information is 
provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.69 Catch data from Spain 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y 
Species 52 50 53 61 59 62 74 N N 83 
5.13.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data provided in 2013: 
In ICES Divisions 8c and 9a there were not special condition (IIB72ab) landings 
(Hake Plan) because no vessel in 2012 has applied for that condition in relation to 
hake and Nephrops recovery plan (Annex IIB of R(EU) No 43/2012). Landings 
were not divided in either Cod or Sole Plan special conditions owing to lack of time. 
Landings were provided for 83 of the 122 species of the 2013 data call (the other 
39 do not appear in Spanish fisheries).  
Discard data were calculated through the appropriated Spanish discard/landing 
rate for 8c & 9a gear otter for the following species and years: ANF (2012), HKE 
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(2012), JAX (2012), LEZ (2012), MAC (2007 & 2012), NEP (2004-2005 & 2012), 
SHO (2005), WHB (2004-2009, 2012). If there were not landings of one species, 
discard could not have been calculated. This is expected to be corrected in the 
future raising by effort. 8c & 9a otter Spanish HKE discards from 2004-2009 have 
been already provided to the group in 2010 (see below). For other cases (ALF 
2012, ANE 2007-2009, BLI 2012, BSF 2006-2007, COP 2012, COE 2012, CRE 
2012, DCA 2009, DGS 2012, GAG 2012, HAL 2012, LEM 2012, LIN 2012, MAC 
2003-2006 & 2008-2009, NEP 2006-2009, POK 2012, POL 2012, RNG 2012, SBR 
2004-2009 & 2012, SCE 2012, SOL 2005-2009 & 2012, TUR 2012, WHG 2007 & 
2012 and WIT 2012) Portuguese discard rates were applied in order to calculate 
the Spanish discards in 9a against the criterion of the 8c & 9a experts in the EWG. 
In all those cases Portuguese discard rates were cero except in MAC 2005 and 
HAD, LEM, RNG, WHG and WIT 2012.  
No of samples of landings, discards and catch and No of length and age 
measurements of landings, discards and catch were not provided for 2012 due to 
the lack of time.  
There are not hake, Nephrops and monkfish ages since nowadays there are 
relevant doubts in the specific international working groups about hake and 
monkfish ageing (see February 2010 STECF Hake Benchmark and 2011-2013 
ICES WGHMM reports). Nephrops ages were not provided because there is not a 
standardized methodology for ageing this species. Other species age information 
was not provided because of lack of time.  
Data provided in earlier years: Spain has not provided data for 2010 and 2011. 
Vessel length categories, allowed activity, fishing activity and fishing capacity were 
not identified for 2002-2008 8c and 9a data. No EU/RFMO/COST identification for 
ICES Subarea 10 and Divisions 7j, 7k, 8d, 8e, 8b, 14b and CECAF areas 34.1.2 
and 34.2.0. 
5.13.2 B Effort 
5.13.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 3553 records were submitted for 2012, as requested by the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 2 records with missing vessel 
length, 145 records with missing gear type and 413 records with recorded gear 
type but no mesh size information for various gear types. 
The nominal effort information available from Spain is given in Table 5.70. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.70 Effort data from Spain 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y 
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5.13.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data provided in 2013: 
In ICES Divisions 8c and 9a there were not special condition (IIB72ab) data (Hake 
Plan) because no vessel in 2012 has applied for that condition in relation to hake 
and Nephrops recovery plan (Annex IIB of R(EU) No 43/2012). Data were not 
divided in either Cod or Sole Plan special conditions owing to lack of time. 
No information about vessels under 10 meters was provided since data source was 
logbooks, but 2012 Annex IIB (Hake Recovery Plan in 8c & 9a), which is the main 
Plan for Spain, does not deal with vessels under 10 meters. 
 
Data provided in earlier years: 
Spain did not provide data in 2011 and 2012; therefore, there are not 2010 and 
2011 data. 
In 2010 Spain provided nominal fishing effort data from 2002-2009. 2000 and 2001 
data were not provided because of the low quality of logbooks in those years. Data 
were provided for 8c and 9a from 2002-2009 divided by special condition IIB72AB 
and NONE according to the Southern Hake Plan and also special condition DEEP 
data (according to the Effort Regime in Deep Sea fisheries) were added. For 2009 
only specon DEEP data of ICES Subarea 12 and ICES Divisions 6a, 7b, 7c, 7h, 8a, 
8b, 8c, 9a and 14a were provided. Special condition NONE landings according to 
the Effort Regime from the Deep Sea fisheries for 2009 were not provided because 
of a misunderstanding of the instructions.  
No information about vessels under 10 meters was provided since data source was 
logbooks, but Annex IIB (Hake Recovery Plan in 8c & 9a), which is the main Plan 
for Spain, does not deal with vessels under 10 meters.  
5.13.3 C Specific Effort 
5.13.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 10702 records were submitted for 2012, as requested by the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 2 records with missing vessel 
length, 457 records with missing gear type and 971 records with recorded gear 
type but no mesh size information for various gear types. 
The specific effort information available from Spain is given in Table 5.71. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.71 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Spain 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y
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5.13.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Data provided in 2013: 
In ICES Divisions 8c and 9a there were not special condition (IIB72ab) data (Hake 
Plan) because no vessel in 2012 has applied for that condition in relation to hake 
and Nephrops recovery plan (Annex IIB of R(EU) No 43/2012). Data were not 
divided in either Cod or Sole Plan special conditions owing to lack of time. 
No information about vessels under 10 meters was provided since data source was 
logbooks, but 2012 Annex IIB (Hake Recovery Plan in 8c & 9a), which is the main 
Plan for Spain, does not deal with vessels under 10 meters.  
 
Data provided in earlier years: 
Spain did not provide data in 2011 and 2012; therefore, there are not 2010 and 
2011 data. 
In 2010 Spain provided nominal fishing effort data from 2002-2009. Vessel length 
information was only provided for 2009. Data were provided for 8c and 9a from 
2002-2009 divided by special condition IIB72AB and NONE according to the 
Southern Hake Plan and also special condition DEEP data (according to the Effort 
Regime in Deep Sea fisheries) were added. For 2009 only specon DEEP data of 
ICES Subarea 12 and ICES Divisions 6a, 7b, 7c, 7h, 8a, 8b, 8c, 9a and 14a were 
provided. Special condition NONE landings according to the Effort Regime from the 
Deep Sea fisheries for 2009 were not provided because of a misunderstanding of 
the instructions.  
No information about vessels under 10 meters was provided since data source was 
logbooks, but Annex IIB (Hake Recovery Plan in 8c & 9a), which is the main Plan 
for Spain, does not deal with vessels under 10 meters.  
5.13.4 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
5.13.5 E Landings 
 A total number of 41111 records were submitted for 2012, as requested by the 
data call. No updates for previous years’ data. Spain has not provided data for 
earlier years. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 7 records with missing vessel 
length, 4095 records with missing gear type and 5858 records with recorded gear 
type but no mesh size information for various gear types. 
The landings by rectangle information available from Spain are given in Table 5.71. 
This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in 
each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead 
to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this 
year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.722 Landings by Rectangle data from Spain 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle N N N N N N N N N Y
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Species N N N N N N N N N 81
5.13.5.1 Coverage and Quality 
All landings were split in special condition DEEP and NONE (according to the Effort 
Regime in Deep Sea fisheries). In ICES Divisions 8c and 9a there were not special 
condition (IIB72ab) landings (Hake Plan) because no vessel in 2012 has applied for that 
condition in relation to hake and Nephrops recovery plan (Annex IIB of R(EU) No 43/2012). 
Landings were not divided in either Cod or Sole Plan special conditions owing to lack of 
time. Landings were provided for 81 of the 122 species of the 2013 data call (the other 41 
do not appear in our fisheries by rectangle).  
No information about vessels under 10 meters was provided since data source was 
logbooks, but 2012 Annex IIB (Hake Recovery Plan in 8c & 9a), which is the main Plan for 
Spain, does not deal with vessels under 10 meters.  
There were no data from Spain submitted for earlier years. 
 
5.14 Sweden 
Sweden submitted the requested templates before the deadline with the exception 
of a re-submission of capacity data performed after the deadline but before EWG 
13-06.  
Table 5.73 Summary of submissions from Sweden 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-01 2013-05-01 
B_EFFORT 2013-05-01 2013-05-01 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-01 2013-05-01 
D_CAPACITY 2013-05-01 2013-06-14 
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-01 2013-05-01 
5.14.1 A Catch 
5.14.1.1 Data submission 
A total number of 10652 records were submitted for 2011-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The year 2011 was updated. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 107 records with no gear 
information and 368 records with recorded gear type but no mesh size information 
for various gear types (mainly pots).The catch information available from Sweden is 
given in Table 5.74. This table shows whether or not any information is available for 
the parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single 
record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of 
species for which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.74 Catch data from Sweden 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age N N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
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Species 59 61 65 65 63 69 45 42 40 45 
5.14.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
Sweden has provided catch data, both landings and discards in the required format 
for the years 2003-2012 (2003-2010 from previous years’ submissions).  Age 
distribution data were submitted for cod landings and discards in the Baltic, 
Skagerrak and Kattegat and for plaice discards in Skagerrak and Kattegat. 
Landings in tonnes were retrieved from logbooks and the age distribution data for 
landings were collected by market sampling. The discard data were collected under 
the Swedish on board discard sampling programme. Discard data were raised 
according to the national sampling schemes, stratified by nationally identified 
fisheries and not by the highly disaggregated vessel length classes and mesh size 
groups in the STECF data call, to maintain as much stability as possible in the 
raising procedure and not compromise the quality of the data by extrapolations 
from very few samples. Discards were then allocated to the more disaggregated 
format proportionally to the landings of the target species used in the raising. This 
has the implication that it is not always possible to compare discard rates or age 
distributions between gears and mesh sizes in the format of the STECF data base 
since they could have been estimated from the same samples. Vessel length 
classes were not considered in the stratification and raising. No discards have been 
submitted for fisheries not covered by the sampling programme. The main 
nationally identified Swedish fisheries that were sampled for discards (each one 
treated as one stratum) in 2012 were: 
In the Baltic: 
• Trawls targeting cod (Mesh size >=105mm, including mid water trawls 
targeting cod and both trawls with BACOMA exit window and T90 mesh) 
• Passive gears (including both gillnets and trammel nets) 
In Skagerrak and Kattegat (Skagerrak and Kattegat being treated as separate 
strata): 
• Trawls targeting demersal fish/Nephrops, with a mesh size of 
>=90mm.(including both TR2 and TR1) 
• Trawls targeting Nephrops, with a 35mm sorting grid and a mesh size of 70-
89mm (under derogation CPart11 in the cod plan) 
• Demersal Pandalus trawls without a sorting grid (Mesh size 32-54mm) 
• Demersal Pandalus trawls with a 19mm sorting grid (Mesh size 32-54mm) 
 
Landings of cod have been prohibited in Sweden during parts of 2003, 2004, 2005, 
2006 and 2012 which has resulted in discard of adult cod. Gillnets were not 
sampled in Skagerrak or Kattegat, meaning that discards for those gears have 
been extrapolated in the STECF data base from Danish discard data. 
Drifting longlines, targeting salmon, were included in the “Longline” category in the 
data set.  
Since hand and pole lines are under effort regulation in the cod plan in the Baltic 
Sea but not in Skagerrak or Kattegat, and the “Longline” category is considered a 
regulated gear in the STECF data base, those gears were included in the 
“Longline” category in the Baltic and not in other areas. 
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5.14.2 B Effort 
5.14.2.1 Data submission 
A total number of 1083 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 27 records with no gear 
information and 72 records with recorded gear type but no mesh size information 
for various gear types (mainly pots). 
The nominal effort information available from Sweden is given in Table 5.75. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.75 Nominal Effort data from Sweden 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.14.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Sweden has previously provided all required effort data in the requested format 
from 2000-2012, apart from capacity data, which was provided for the years 2003-
2012 for the Baltic Sea and from 2009-2012 for all other areas. Days at sea were 
calculated according to the DCF definition, i.e. continuous 24-hours periods absent 
from port. Nominal effort data for vessels <10m LOA were included but is not 
considered reliable until 2009. 
For the Baltic Sea, drifting lines LLD are included in regulated LONGLINE category. 
5.14.3 C Specific Effort 
5.14.3.1 Data submission 
A total number of 2180 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call. No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 50 records with no gear 
information and 81 records with recorded gear type but no mesh size information 
for various gear types (mainly pots). 
The specific effort information available from Sweden is given in Table 5.76. This 
table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each 
year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.76 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from Sweden 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
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5.14.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
Specific effort data by rectangle has been submitted in the required format for the 
years 2003-2012 (2003-2011 from previous years’ submissions), including vessels 
<10m LOA. Hours fished were derived from fishing time reported by fishing activity in the 
logbooks. 
5.14.4 D Capacity 
5.14.4.1 Data submission 
A total number of 222 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated. 
The capacity information available from Sweden is given in Table 5.77. This table 
shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in each year. 
This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead to a 
positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year is 
indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
 
Table 5.77 Capacity data from Sweden 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Fishing Capacity KW Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Capacity GT Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Number of Vessels Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Fishing Activity days Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.14.4.2 Coverage and Quality 
Fisheries capacity data of active vessels in the Baltic Sea has been submitted in 
the required format for the years 2003-2012, including vessels <8m LOA. Days at 
sea were calculated according to the DCF definition, i.e. continuous 24-hours 
periods absent from port 
5.14.5 .E Landings 
5.14.5.1 Data submission 
A total number of 7505 records were submitted for 2012, as requested in the data 
call.  No updates for previous years’ data. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set  were 179 records with no gear 
information and 403 records with recorded gear type but no mesh size information 
for various gear types (mainly pots).  
The landings by rectangle information available from Sweden are given in Table 
5.78. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would 
lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted 
this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for 
which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.78 Landings by Rectangle data from Sweden 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
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Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 44 41 40 39 40 40 37 39 35 37
5.14.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
 No comments. 
  
78 
 
5.15 United Kingdom 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): 
United Kingdom (without Scotland) submitted all requested templates after the 
deadline and during the EWG 13-06 meeting using an Excel file and not via the 
uploading facilities on the data collection web site. Discard data from Northern 
Ireland were revised for 2011 and 2012 on 9 October 2013 during EWG 13-13. 
 
Table 5.79 Summary of submissions of UK (without Scotland) 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-06-12 2013-06-16 
B_EFFORT 2013-06-05 2013-06-16 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-06-06 2013-06-16 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-06-06 2013-06-17 
United Kingdom (Scotland): 
United Kingdom (Scotland) submitted the requested templates before the deadline 
with the exception of Table A_CATCH.  
Table 5.80 Summary of submissions for UK (Scotland) 
Template First Submission Last Submission 
A_CATCH 2013-05-08 2013-05-08 
B_EFFORT 2013-04-30 2013-04-30 
C_EFFORT_SPECIFIC 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
D_CAPACITY N/A N/A
E_LANDINGS 2013-05-03 2013-05-03 
5.15.1 A Catch 
5.15.1.1 Data submission 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): 
A total number of 33164 records were submitted for 2007 and 2009-2012, as 
requested in the data call.  The years 2009-2011 were updated to include splitting 
special condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c and CPart13d. 2007 was also updated to include the species boarfish 
added to the species list of the data call. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 247 records with missing 
gear, 372 records with valid gear but missing mesh size information and 111 
records with missing area. Several records were submitted with an invalid 
combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were ignored in the 
analysis. There were also 2324 records for non-standard species code OTH 
(representing species not requested in the data call).  
The catch information available from UK (without Scotland) is given in Table 5.81. 
This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter in 
each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single record would lead 
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to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this 
year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which 
any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.81 Catch data from UK (without Scotland) 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 67 66 72 68 64 62 58 63 61 61 
United Kingdom (Scotland): 
A total number of 33164 records were submitted for 2007 and 2009-2012, as 
requested in the data call.  The years 2009-2011 were updated to include splitting 
special condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c and CPart13d. 2007 was also updated to include the species boarfish 
added to the species list of the data call. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 117 records with no area 
information, 247 records with no gear information and 372 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types. Several records were submitted with 
an invalid combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were 
ignored in the analysis. There were also 2865 records for non-standard species 
code OTH (representing species not requested in the data call). 
The catch information available from United Kingdom (Scotland) is given in Table 
5.82. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the parameter 
in each year. This information is not necessarily complete and can be derived only 
by a single record. Missing information is indicated with N. Data submitted this year 
is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of species for which any 
information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.82 Catch data from UK (Scotland) 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discards Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Age Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Species 68 67 70 67 64 67 57 63 61 62 
5.15.1.2 Coverage and Quality 
United Kingdom: Vessels <10m: No specific consideration is given to estimating 
discards for vessels < 10m and discard sampling staff tend not to sail on vessels in 
the 10 metre and under category. In 2003 the Scottish Fisheries Statistics showed 
landings of the main commercial demersal species from vessels <=10 m to be 
below the level where sampling intensities as defined in Appendix XV (Section H) 
of regulation (EC) 1639/2001 (Table 2) requires sampling to be carried out. 
Estimation of demersal discards for vessels <10m is based on the assumption that 
all vessels targeting Nephrops and operating in the same sampling area have the 
same catching and discarding characteristics. 
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Voyage information on the non-Scottish UK national data base, FAD, calculates 
days at sea based on the dates of the voyage start and the voyage end. Voyage 
information on the Scottish national data base, FIN, calculates days at sea as the 
number of 24 hour periods in the duration of the voyage, rounded up. Vessels 
landing into Scotland are entered onto FIN; those landing into the rest of the UK 
are entered into FAD. Scottish vessels landing out with the UK are entered into 
FIN; Rest UK vessels landing outwith the UK are entered into FAD. Because most 
voyages by Rest UK vessels are entered into FAD; the calculation of days at sea is 
generally date based. Days at sea for voyages leaving on the same date as the 
return of the previous voyage are adjusted down by half a day applied to each 
voyage involved.  
Activity and gear is assessed daily; where activity in a single day covers more than 
one area (ICES Rectangle level) or more than one gear; that day's effort is 
apportioned equally between the area/gears recorded. 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): Data were submitted covering the period 2009-
2012, with 2009-2011 revised to include splitting the CPart13 landings, discards 
and biological data into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c 
and CPart13d. Where samples were available (covering 2011 and 2012), Fully 
Documented Fishery vessels were treated separately for discard and biological 
raising for the species under full documentation (i.e. cod in the North Sea, sole in 
the western channel), while discards and biological data raising for other species 
was kept consistent with non-FDF vessels. For 2011 and 2012 data years, AFBNI 
provided new data on discard estimates and biological sampling, replacing the 
previously submitted data. Specific conditions reported were DEEP, CPart11, 
CPart13a,b,c, FDFIIA and FDFIIC. 
United Kingdom (Scotland): New data was submitted only for 2011. United 
Kingdom (Scotland) supplies data where records present no gear type information 
and/or no mesh size information for the purpose of data completeness. As in 
previous years there were records for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which 
were ignored in the analysis. Specific conditions reported were DEEP, FDFIIA, 
CPart11 and CPart13. 
Landings and discard numbers at age were derived from market sampling and 
discard sampling data and the data was stratified by west coast (division VIa) and 
east coast (sub area IV). Discard numbers at age were supplied for cod, haddock, 
whiting and saithe if landings came from the above areas and gear category was 
one covered by the sampling scheme.  
Landed weights were differentiated according to the data specification but no 
distinction could be made between mesh size categories in terms of proportions at 
age in the landings and discards, or in terms of the ratio of discards to landings. In 
addition, pooled age-length keys mean age/length relationships are common 
across most gears. 
For data prior to 2009 ad-hoc fill-ins were used for missing discard sampling strata 
and saithe discards were not available in some years. For data from 2009 only 
annual discard data is available, i.e. comparisons of discard ratios cannot be made 
between quarters. 
81 
 
5.15.2 B Effort 
5.15.2.1 Data submission 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): 
A total number of 20022 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The years 2003-2011 were updated. Years 2009-2011 to include splitting 
special condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c and CPart13d, earlier years minor revisions. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 2768 records with missing 
mesh size information for mainly for various gears. Several records were submitted 
with an invalid combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were 
ignored in the analysis.  
The nominal effort information available from UK (without Scotland) is given in 
Table 5.83. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single 
record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.83 Nominal Effort data from UK (without Scotland) 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
United Kingdom (Scotland): 
A total number of 10596 records were submitted for 2000-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated to accommodate the new ‘fishing-
capacity’ field (applicable for the first time in 2013 to cod management plan areas). 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 79 records with no area 
information, 246 records with no gear information and 306 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types. Several records were submitted with 
an invalid combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were 
ignored in the analysis. 
The nominal effort information available from United Kingdom (Scotland) is given in 
Table 5.84. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete and can be 
derived only by a single record. Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.84 Nominal Effort data from UK (Scotland) 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Nominal 
Effort Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
5.15.2.2 Coverage and Quality 
Nominal effort in kWdays is calculated as days at sea multiplied by the power of the 
vessel in kilowatts at the voyage landing date. 
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GT_days_at_sea is calculated for years from 2003 as the days at sea multiplied by 
the Gross Tonnage of the vessel at the voyage landing date.  
Data with no gear information or mesh information is supplied for the purpose of 
data completeness. 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): Special conditions reported were DEEP, 
CPart11, CPart13a,b,c,d, FDFIIA and FDFIIC. 
United Kingdom (Scotland):  Specific conditions reported were DEEP, FDFIIA, 
CPart11 and CPart13. Any effort in the Cod Recovery Zone for TR1 and TR2 gears 
was assigned to special condition CPart13A, CPart13B, CPart13C, CPart13D . 
Vessels <10m: For vessels <10m effort is considered under reported 2000-2005 
because of under reporting of POTS and shell fishing by hand. The <10m effort 
data for Scottish registered vessels 2000-2008 excludes voyages landing into ports 
in England and other non-Scottish areas of the UK. Scottish under 10m boats are 
known to use more than one type of gear on individual trips or within a quarter and 
multiple counting of boats is therefore significant. 
5.15.3 C Specific Effort 
5.15.3.1 Data submission 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): 
A total number of 73115 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The whole time series was updated. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 10602 records with missing 
mesh size information mainly for various gears. Several records were submitted 
with an invalid combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were 
ignored in the analysis. 
The specific effort information available from UK (without Scotland) is given in 
Table 5.85. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single 
record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.85 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from UK (without Scotland) 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
United Kingdom (Scotland): 
A total number of 24431 records were submitted for 2009-2012, as requested in the 
data call. The years 2009-2011 were updated to include splitting special condition 
CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c and 
CPart13d. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 37 records with no area 
information, 460 records with no gear information and 221 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gear types. Several records were submitted with 
an invalid combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were 
ignored in the analysis. 
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The specific effort information available from United Kingdom (Scotland) is given in 
Table 5.86. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete and can be 
derived only by a single record. Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling.  
Table 5.86 Effective Effort by Rectangle data from UK (Scotland) 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Effective Effort by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
5.15.3.2 Coverage and Quality 
 Where activity in a single day covers more than one area (ICES Rectangle level) 
or more than one gear; that day's effort is apportioned equally between the 
area/gears recorded. The hours fished entries are simply days at sea data 
multiplied by 24. This is because hours fished information obtained from vessels 
has been proven unreliable (not a required field in logbooks). 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): Special conditions reported were DEEP, 
CPart11, CPart13a,b,c,d, FDFIIA and FDFIIC.  
United Kingdom (Scotland) supplies data where records present no gear type 
information and/or no mesh size information for the purpose of data completeness.  
Specific conditions reported were DEEP, FDFIIA, CPart11 and CPart13A, 
CPart13B, CPart13C, CPart13D. 
5.15.4 D Capacity 
Not applicable. 
5.15.5 E Landings 
5.15.5.1 Data submission 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): 
A total number of 567759 records were submitted for 2003-2012, as requested in 
the data call.  The whole time series was updated. The years 2009-2011 were 
updated to include splitting special condition CPart13 into the separate components 
of CPart13a, CPart13b, CPart13c and CPart13d. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 28869 records with missing 
mesh size information for various gears (mainly pots and dredges). Several records 
were submitted with an invalid combination for area BSA and specific condition 
DEEP which were ignored in the analysis. 
The landings by rectangle information available from UK (without Scotland) is given 
in Table 5.87. This table shows whether or not any information is available for the 
parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete (a single 
record would lead to a positive result). Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of 
species for which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.87 Landings by Rectangle data from UK (without Scotland) 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
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Species 63 63 66 64 62 57 57 58 60 53
United Kingdom (Scotland): 
A total number of 200057 records were submitted for 2007 and 2009-2012, as 
requested in the data call.  The years 2009-2011 were updated to include splitting 
special condition CPart13 into the separate components of CPart13a, CPart13b, 
CPart13c and CPart13d. 2007 was also updated to include the species boarfish 
added to the species list of the data call. 
Minor issues identified in the submitted data set were 779 records with no gear 
information, 150 with no area information and 898 records with missing mesh size 
information for various gear types. Several records were submitted with an invalid 
combination for area BSA and specific condition DEEP which were ignored in the 
analysis. 
The landings by rectangle information available from United Kingdom (Scotland) is 
given in Table 5.88. This table shows whether or not any information is available for 
the parameter in each year. This information is not necessarily complete and can 
be concluded only by a single record. Missing information is indicated with N. Data 
submitted this year is indicated in bold and with a green filling. The number of 
species for which any information is provided is given also in the last row. 
Table 5.88 Landings by Rectangle data from UK (Scotland) 
Information 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Landings by Rectangle Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Species 65 64 67 64 64 65 57 63 61 62
5.15.5.2 Coverage and Quality 
United Kingdom (without Scotland): Special conditions reported are DEEP, 
CPart11, CPart13a,b,c,d, FDFIIA and FDFIIC. 
United Kingdom (Scotland): Specific conditions reported are DEEP (2003-2008), 
DEEP and CPart13A, CPart13B, CPart13C, CPart13D (2009) and DEEP, FDFIIA, 
CPart11 and CPart13A, CPart13B, CPart13C, CPart13D (2010-2012). 
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 Annex I.  
Summary table of major findings in the evaluation of Member States' submissions following 
the data call on effort and catches 2012  
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